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CHURCH DOCTRINE AND 
LEGALISM 





By R. L. Kilpatrick 


DOCTRINAL PURITY 


Instead of restoring doctmnal purity to the church we 
have, in fact taught the most blatant form of error ever known 
since the Gnostics of 2 John, and on the most essential of 
Christian doctrines. In addition to what we pointed out, as 
respecting patternism, partyism, power structure, etc., we 
have widely missed the mark on the Christian basics, such as 
justification by faith, faith and works, denial of imputed 
righteousness, personal righteousness through obedience to 
commandments, and the indwelling of the Holy Spirit. We 
are far afield on other teachings, such as grace, baptism, 
judgment, Hades, the state of the dead, the judgment of the 
save, the failure to consider the eschatological aspect of the 
promises of God and what it means to possess them them "by 


Jaith." 


It is quite common for brethren to twist the scriptures 
to fit preconceived ideas and traditional practices, especially 
dealing with worship, fellowship, eldership, the failure to 
distinguish between justification and sanctification, and 
between the “apostles doctrine” and “gospel.” Too many 
brethren spiritualize literal scriptural texts and J/iteralize 
spiritual texts, whatever fits their theory (such as the A. D. 70 
brethren). After centuries of Bible study we are still debating 
the "cause" of redemption, whether it be the "five-step” plan 
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or by the sheer grace of God through faith in His Son. All 
this without considering the moral aspect of Christian living, 
for which we all fall short. 


THE BEGINNING OF LEGALISM 


Worst of all, the Church of Christ is guilty of 
legalizing the Christian faith by formulating a law system 
based upon a number of personals letter written by inspired 
men to first century churches instructing them on how to 
solve their peculiar problems. We have found a "new law” in 
love letters instead of in Jesus who is our New Law and our 
New Covenant. Our explanation of the "law" and "gospel" is 
varied and awfully weak. We have confused the New 
Testament scriptures with the New Covenant itself. 


At the beginning of the Restoration Movement the 
objective was to unite Christians in all the sects. Great strides 
were made until the objective was changed to a restoration of 
the New Testament church, with the general belief that the 
church went into apostasy in about A. D. 606. Carl 
Ketcherside has said many times that the Restoration 
Movement ended when the movement became a church. 
When Daniel Sommer stood up before a convention of 
conservative brethren and read his Address and Declaration 
(undoubtedly  capitahzing upon Thomas Campbell's 
"Declaration and Address"), the Restoration Movement came 
to an end. Leroy Garrett says that when Sommer made his 
address at Sands Creek, [Ilinois, in 1889, this was the birthday 
of the Church of Christ. Prior to this date the Movement 
consisted of the Church of Christ. Christian Church and the 
Disciples of Christ. Legalistic patternism had begun its work 
to destroy all that had been gained toward uniting brethren. 
The most divisive document to come from those pioneer days 
was the very opposite in name and spirit of the "Declaration 
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and Address" by Thomas Campbell, more than a half century 
earlier. Instead of uniting brethren, Sommer’s Address 
planted the seed of division of which we are experiencing 
today. In Sommer's own words: 


And now in closing up this address and 
declaration, we State that we are impelled from 
a sense of duty to say, that all such are guilty of 
teaching, or allowing and practicing the many 
innovations and corruption to which we have 
referred, that after being admonished and 
having had sufficient time for reflection, if they 
do not turn away from such abominations, we 


cannot and will not regard them as brethren. f 


Thus ended the Restoration Movement and the 
beginning of the Church of Christ as we know it today. 
Finding the ancient pattern became the aim of the Movement 
and is directly responsible for all the divisions that followed. 
From that day the Church of Christ has averaged about one 
division for every ten years, and the divisiveness continues to 
this day. 


Each of the factions, with few exceptions, claim to be 
the one and only "Lord's church.” All others have apostatized 
because, as is charged, they "do not respect the authority of 
the Bible." Each of them charge the other of "going onward 
and abiding not in the doctrine of Christ (2 John 9). It is said 
that in the case of a prospective Christian, he will be courted 
by all the factions, but when he selects one, he will then 
become a heretic to the 26 others! This is the assured result 
of patternism. Pattermsm has made a shambles of the 


Daniel Austin Sommer, Address and Declaration, "The 
Church of Christ" (Sands Creek, Illinois, 1889), p.159. 
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Restoration Movement and there is no end in sight. Even if 
we could agree that the "true" Church of Christ has been 
restored, which one would it be? It is a shameful situation. 
Have we forgotten that the world is looking on? It was for 
this very reason that the Lord prayed that we may all be one, 
"that the world may believe ..." that He had been sent by the 
Father (John 17:21), Let us pray that the grace of God may 
extend even to us. 


JUSTIFICATION / SANCTIFICATION 


Salvation is based upon perfection and only in 
justtication do we find it for it refers to the perfect life of 
Christ which he has imputed to us. This does not mean that 
sanctification -- which is holiness -- is not essential. The 
Hebrew writer said, "Strive for peace with all men, and for 
the holiness without which no one will see the Lord” (12:14). 
Martin Luther said it correctly in saying, "No one will be 
saved because of holiness, but no one will be saved without 
it." Meaning that holiness is not the "cause but the "effect" of 
justification. Unless the cause produces the effect of holiness 
we have the "dead faith" of James 2. Luther was likewise 
correct in saying that "The sinner is justified by faith alone 
when true repentance leads him to baptism." Here too we 
have cause and effect. Redemption is based upon the cause of 
faith which produces the effects of repentance and baptism. 


THE IMMUTABLE LAW OF GOD 


The law of God cannot be violated with impunity. 
When/where there is sin, there must be a reckoning. This is a 
fundamental attribute in the nature of the Almighty. His 
law/nature is immutable. But the death of Christ and his 
righteous life, subsequently credited to sinners on the basis of 
faith, is the way God's law is satisfied. The believing sinner 
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enjoys the same status before God and Jesus Husnself because 
we have become one. Therefore, "faith," rather than 
nullifying the law, "fulfills" the law, because the requirement 
for perfection is found only in Christ (cf. Rom. 3:31; 8:3,4) in 
whose perfection we reside. The death of Christ and his 
imputed righteousness is both the "Justice" of God and the 
"Righteousness" of God revealed_in Romans 1:17. We 
continue to quote Brinsmead simply because he can say it 
better than anyone else. 


At Calvary Jesus was "numbered with 
the transgressors." This did not make Him a 
sinner in character. It made Him a sinner in 
His legal standing. Those who deride the purely 
forensic nature of justification by imputed 
righteousness are attacking the purely forensic 
nature of Christ's condemnation because of 


imputed sin. 2 


When all men stood before God's 
judgment bar, destitute of righteousness -- when 
they stood before the law, which demands 
perfect righteousness, silent, red-faced, guilty 
and empty-handed (Rom. 1:18 - 3:20) -- God 
intervened. "But now (at the point of man's 
utter destitution) a righteousness from God, 
apart from law, has been made known" (Rom. 
3:21). This means that God fulfills His own 
demands. He fulfills the conditions of salvation 
by providing man the righteousness which the 
justice of God's law demands. This is good 


news indeed!3 


2 Robert Brinsmead ,Pattern of Redemptive History (Verdict 
Pubications) p. 149. 

3 Robert Brinsmead, Richteousness By Faith (Verdict Publications) p. 
58. 
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In view of these revelations concerning the 
righteousness of God, and his righteousness imputed to 
believing sinners, 1s there any question about the need for 
restructuring the church? What we have set forth thus far is 
strange doctrine to most of our contemporary brethren, yet 
these very teachings gave us our Reformation/Restoration 
movements. We must recapture and resurrect the doctrine of 
Justification by Faith. 


2710 Day Road, Huntsville, Alabama 35801 
Email: kilpatrick20@home.com 
Web Site: www.ensignfair.org 
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IRA Y. RICE, JR., KILLED 

On October 10, 2001, Ira Rice, Jr. was killed in a 
traffic accident while driving from Texas to his home in 
Memphis, TN. In the words of David P. Brown, Editor in 
Chief of Ira's magazine (Contending for the Faith) "J was 
returning from a luncheon appointment when via cell phone 
the shocking and sad news came: Ira Y. Rice, Jr. had been 
killed in a collision with the trailer of an" eighteen- 
wheeler." \lra was 84 years old. 





BOUND VOLUMES 
Volumes XXVIII and XXIX will be bound as one 
volume, as it has been for the last several years. Price 1s 
$7.50, postage paid. This will probably be the last year that I 
will bind the 2-year Volumes unless sales . pick up 
considerably. We still have on hand bound volumes from 
about 1990 to the present. Printing should be ready about 
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February 2@02. May we take this opportunity to wish 
everyone a Happy New Year, and thanks for your support. 


SSS  —— — — —— — ——E—E——— EE EE EE—EEE————————————— 
Oe a sa ea eee ee 


GOD BE MERCIFUL TO ME 
SINNER. 





By Eleanor Shermer 


There is nothing that | could ever do to earn or 
deserve salvation. If such a thing were possible there would 
have been no need for Jesus to die for me. 


In my lifetime | have been a member of three original 
Restoration churches, the one that became the Disciples 
denomination, the one that uses musical instruments and 
special music, and the Anti-Instrument church. 


| have also visited with various denominations ... 
Baptist, Methodist, Moravian and others. | found something 
uplifting in each of them because I was there for some good 
wing from the Lord and to praise His name. Those people 
were gathered together in His name whether they believed as 
» do or not (Matt. 18:20). 


The One Body eftort is a good thing, | think, but how 
long has it been in existence now and what has it 
accomplished? It is a shame that we are not all on the same 


page! 


The examples of the fives of the really Christian 
people whom | have known had greater influence for good in 
my life than any sermon or act of worship ever did. 


1 sometimes prayed, "Dear Lord, please heip me to be 
as good as so-and-so thinks |] am." 


If God 1s willing that I should live until May 8, 2002, | 
will be eighty years old. No matter how many times [| have 
read the Bible from start to finish I never cease to be amazed 
by the fact that I still see things that I never noticed before. Jt 
is like no other book in the world. 


The things you wrote in the October issue of Ensign 
reminded me of some things I had forgotten. Years ago I saw 
people take communion and leave. [n one of those 
congregations they even changed the service so that the 
Lord's Supper was served after the morning message!! 


That was what made me want to write to you. I am 
sure that when I was much younger, | did not take that part of 
the worship as possible as seriously as I should have. | don't 
even know when the change actually came about. 


Now I find it hard not to cry during communion 
{nothing noticeable to others, I just keep my Kleenex handy). 
The words go through my mind, "As often as you eat this 
bread and drink this cup you do show the Lord's DEATH til 
He comes" {I Cor. 11:26). 

2100 Nettlebrook Br., Winston-Salem, NC 27106 
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THE NATURE OF DIVISIVENESS 








By Neal Griffin 


The apostle wrote that after the first and second 
admonition we are to“reject” the divisive person. The Holy 
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Spirit did not leave us in the dark as to how to identify a 
divisive person. ‘he preceding verses make it clear in what 
the factious person is lacking: " being gentle, not contentious" 
and "showing meekness.” These characteristics are not to be 
found in a divisive spirit, and one does not necessarily have to 
be wrong in order to be divisive. 


There is a very real possibility of being contentious 
over an issue in which the disputant 1s correct. Divisive 
issues over which Satan pits brethren against one another 
usually involve one side being correct, an quite often it is the 
correct side that insists on compliance with its conclusions to 
the point of being exclusive. This is the point where 
divisiveness rears its ugly head. Whether or not its 
conclusions are correct it is the factious spirit that demands 
compliance and excludes fellow believers. As I view it when 
the excluding, argumentative, contentious, factious, divisive 
spirit draws saints out of the body and unto itself it is a heresy 
regardless of the mght or wrong of its position on the 
particular peripheral issue. if the 14'th Chapter of Romans 
teaches anything at all it teaches that our attitudes toward one 
another should take precedence over our positions on 
peripheral issues. 


Please consider the "church splits" you have observed! 
On one side, the other, or both, were there contentious 
disputants? Was there impugning of motives? Were the 
disputants "gentle" with one another? Did they 
demonstrate "patience", "kindness", and "meekness"? Did 
either or both insist on compliance with their positions? Did 
either or both impose their conclusions as tests of 
fellowship? I believe that most of the heresies of the Church 
of Christ are bound up in the, "I'd rather fight than switch", 
mentality. Every divisive schism within this denominated 
religious institution recruits spokesmen (paid pulpit ministers) 
who are contentious about their particular exclusively 
divisive, party positions. The Church of Christ certainly 1s 
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not the only denominated religious organization _ that 
demonstrates this characteristic, and even among the so-called 
“home churches" this character flaw quite often appears. 


Probably the base cause of this cancer in the body of 
Christ is a misunderstanding of the admonition to "be of the 
same mind", and many feel compelled to force everyone else 
into their particular "camp" of understanding. This passage 
(Phil. 2:2) has nothing to do with fraternal agreement on 
peripheral issues. It has to do with loving one 
another and Romans Chapter 14 confirms the thought, but 
divisive men have away of elevating their conclusions on — 
peripheral issues and calling them, "Gospel truths", insisting 
that compliance with them is essential to salvation. 


This probably would be the best point to 
define,"Gospel", and "peripheral". The Gospel is the power 
of God unto salvation It is the good news of what God has 
done to save His creation, and Jesus is the underlying basis of 
it. It constitutes the historical facts about Jesus and we are 
saved by trusting in Him. It is in Him that the power abides 


"Peripheral", as | use the term, means any issue outside of 
salvation by grace through faith. There are at least one 
hundred peripheral issues about which men have exalted their 
conclusions to Gospel status, but thanks be to God, we are not 
saved by reason of our conclusions on peripheral issues. We 
are saved by reason of our faith in Jesus. There is only one 
correct conclusion that is essential to salvation. We must 
conclude that the Gospel is true, and the substance of the 
Gospel is Jesus. The Truth that we must believe is Jesus. He 
is the Truth and the Life. John 14:6. [t is not so much "what" 
we believe as it is "WHO" we believe. If we are lost it will be 
because we have not believed in Him and not because we 
were wrong on some peripheral issue. The Gospel is the 
power of God unto salvation (Rom. 1:16). The power of God 
unto salvation is not in our ability to choose the 
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correct answer to peripheral questions. God be praised! If it 
were not so at least half of the professing sons of God would 
be lost. 


What is the Bible admonition regarding divisive issues 
and the men who are contentious about them? The Bible says 
to "refuse" them (2'nd Timothy 2:23 and Titus 3:9-10), but 
traditionally the denominated religious organizations 
(and others not so organized)heap unto themselves 
spokesmen to harp their particular party lines and proselyte as 
many as they can out of one heresy and into another. Shame 
on someone! Please consider these thoughts. | believe them 
to be in keeping with the Word 

10514 Bar X Trail, Helotes, Texas 780235 
Email: ngriffin | 2@4aol.com 
Web Site: http:/Avww.gcocities.com/heartland/bluffs/4255 
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alking To gethe® 
Amos 3:3 


By Dr. Dallas Burdette Part 1 of 6 





Thrust Statement: One will not see two people walking 
together unless they have previously 
made an appointment. 


Scripture Reading: Amos 3:3 


IZ 


The art of sermon-making, a skill wholly unknown 
to the new covenant scriptures, has led its 
practitioners far afield in their ardent pursuit of 
texts. When one is found which seems to suit the 
propaganda purpose of the hour, they operate and 
remove it from the contextual body, and by 
injections of their own intellectual distillate seek to 
make it develop into a new body of its own. No 
creation of homiletic fantasy better illustrates this 
than the use of Amos 3:3 by modem advocates of 
unity based upon conformity.* 


Proof-texting 1s one of the most prevalent methods of 
giving validity to many odd interpretations found within the 
Churches of Christ. One such Scripture is Amos 3:3. This text 
ts employed to justify separation from other believers when 
there is disagreement over doctrinal interpretations 
concerning cherished traditions. This is just one of the many 
passages of Scripture that is frequently abused by many 
sincere, well-meaning believers.’ This essay seeks to examine 


* Cart Ketcherside, “Except They Be Agreed,” Mission 
Messenger 27, no. 11 (November 1965): 162-163. 


> For a classic example of misapplication of Amos 3:3 in order to 
uphold one’s sectarian spirit against other believers is found in the 
writings of J. A. McNutt See his essay, “Can We Walk Together,” Firm 
Foundation 102, no. 22 (September 24, 1985): 7 [567], where he writes: 


“Can two walk together, except they be agreed?” (Amos 3:3) . 
. . . Where there is no agreement with the will of God, there 
can be no communion or fellowship with their Lord... . 
Another pertinent question at this point regarding fellowship 
would be, “How can we waik together with those who are not 
walking (or living) according to the word of God?. . . . itis 
also clearly stated that, “Whosoever transgresseth, and 
abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God. He that 
abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he has both the Father and 
the Son” (2 John 9). . . . Unity is a wonderful thing and 
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the context of Amos 3:3 and to review the various authors 
who rely upon their interpretation of Amos 3:3 to uphold their 
actions of rejection of other Christians for refusing to 
conform to the status quo of a particular party line. 


The King James Version renders this verse: “Can two 
walk together, except they be agreed?” (JTDI7RN vim 
noadu% “unless they have made an appointment” Amos 
3:3).° Surface reading appears to support the assertions by 
many God-fearing men that unless there is agreement, then 
there can be no fellowship. This Scripture is alluded to tn 
order to substantiate almost every division within the 
community of the redeemed. For example, the following is a 
list of problems in which Christians withdraw association: the 
use Of individual communion cups versus the common cup, 
the employment of wine instead of grape juice; the breaking 
of the loaf mstead of pinching the loaf, the acceptance of the 
“exception rule” in Matthew 5:32 versus those who reject this 
particular rule as applicable to the Christian dispensation,’ the 
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God’s truth, or by compromise with error. 


Another example is from the late Ira Y. Rice, Jr., who also 
.dvanced the same mindset and abuse of Amos 3:3 to give validity to his 
czstigation of Christians who could not subscribe to his odd interpretations 
attached to many Scriptures. For this illustration, see Ira Y. Rice, Jr., CAN 
[WO FAITHS POSSIBLY BE ACCEPTEABLE? Contending for the 
Faith XXVI, no, 8 (August 1995): 3, where he says, “The merest tyro 
acquainted with Amos 3:3 should be able to «understand that two 
CANNOT walk together except they be agreed!” 


© The King James Version, (Cambridge: Cambridge) !769. 


’ Even though the following citations do not cite Amos 3:3, 
nevertheless, the mindset for such outlandish behavior is founded on 
Amos 3:3, When this author (Dallas Burdette) labored (approximately 
seventeen years) among these believers, Amos 3:3 was cited to justify 
separation on many trivial issues. The following is an account of such one 
division that should never have taken place. I was acquainted with all of 
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adoption of Sunday school classes versus those who reject the 
employment of Sunday school as an innovation, the use of the 
instrument in singing versus the rejection of the instrument 
(acappella), the support of Bible colleges, the support of 
orphan homes, and so on.* This list is almost infinitum. 


the men listed (one possible exception is Glen Bray) in the following 
Citation fiom Smith Bibens, Fifty Years of Service, editor (Oakdale CA: 
Paul Nichols, 1992), 98, where he says: 


At the next annual meeting at Sulphur Oklahoma, several 
brethren met together. Glen Bray, Fred Kirbo and Bamey 
Welch represented the no exception position. Edwin Morris, 
Clovis, Oon McCord and Ronny Wade represented the 
exception position-—divorce for the cause of fornication. At 
this meeting it was pointed out to Fred that it was inconsistent 
for him to be out of fellowship with Edwin and still 
fellowship those who believed as he did. So Fred withdrew 
fiom the rest of us at that time and did not fellowship us until} 
the day he died of a heart attack while in a meeting at 
Warsaw, Missouri, October 26, 1968, at the age of 56 years. 


Smith also cites an example of how Christians in the one-cup and 
non-Sunday school movement—all of equal devotion to Christ—divided 
over another issue known as the so-called “order of worship.” Again he 
captures the parting of the ways by equally godly men, ibid., 90: 


Since he [Homer A. Gay] had already taken his stand against 
the unauthorized practices of the class system and cups on the 
Lord’s table, it is no wonder when he hecame concerned 
when co-editor of the Old Paths Advocate, Brother J. D. 
Phillips, began contending for an unvarying set order of 
worship. Brother Gay did not want to see the unity of the 
brotherhood disturbed. The battle for truth to gain this unity 
had been hard fought. He would not stand by and let it be 
disrupted without expressing opposition. . . . Although the 
division over the order of worship was extremely regrettable 
and the brotherhood suffered for it, something had to be done. 


* See Garland Elkins, “Changing Attitudes Toward Fellowship,” in 
Bobby Liddell, Editor, Changes In the Church of Christ, Nineteenth 
Annual Bellview Lectures, Pensacola, Florida, June [1-I5, 1995 
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For Christians who rely on this verse to substantiate 
their sectarian attitudes toward other believers is based upon 
isolation of a text out of context. The King James rendering of 
the passage is misleading, especially if one fails to consult the 
context. When one attempts to exegete this Scripture, one 
must always place himself/herself into the mind frame of the 
author and stand upon his threshold and look through his 
eyes. One must study with precise attention the prophet’s 
language. Where differences of opinion have prevailed for 
hundreds of years, one must not allow a priori (made before 
or without examination—not supported by factual study) 
assumptions of what ought to be found in this verse, or what 
ought not to be found there. 


In the examination of any text, the author should be 
permitted to explain himself. Many interpreters are so full of 
ideas drawn from past traditions, so impregnated from beliefs 
of past ages, so indoctrinated from well-known preachers, and 
so full of desire to find what is not manifestly there that it is 
impossible to see the text clearly in its historical context. 
Cedric B. Johnson makes the following succinct observation 
about presuppositions: 


My contention is that conflicting theological 
positions are in part due to the fact that we all approach a 
text, sacred or secular, with our strong subjective biases. 


(Pensacola, FL: Austin McGary & Company, 1994), 140, where he goes 
right to the heart of justifying division among Christians with Amos 3:3: 





Are the faithful churches of Christ and the denominations 
agreed? if not, how can there be fellowship between them? 
Are the faithful brethren and erring brethren agreed? If not, 
how can there be fellowship between them? Amos wrote: 
“Can two walk together, except they be agreed?” (Amos 3:3). 
if they are not agreed, how can there be fellowship between 
them? 
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Even though we have a commitment to read the Bible on 
its own terms; and even though we want the Divine and 
human authors to speak for themselves, somehow we still 
come up with contradictory views on some issues. 


. Most people are familiar with the idea of 
“seeing” what they want to see or viewing a situation 
through “colored glasses." The assumption is that our 
perceptions of the real world can be distorted at times. 
P. O. Box 20274, Montgomery, Alabama 36120 
Email: dburdete2@home.com 
Web Site: www.freedominchnist.net 


IS ABORTION MURDER? 
IS ABORTION WRONG? 





By Olan Hicks 


(Editor's Note): The following article by Olan Hicks is in 
response to the articles written by Bro. Jack Kirby in the 
October and December issues on ihe subject of abortion) 


I think these are two different questions. This is not a 
reply against what Jack Kirby wrote. I agree with him that 
we should think through the matter of abortion more 
extensively than most of us do and Jack has brought out some 
good pomts. Our conclusions on the subject are pretty much 
the same, i.e., that abortions are often wrong, but not always. 
But the question of when life begins has been has been raised 
and I am concerned about that. I don't think we want to 
convey the impression that abortion can only be wrong if it 1s 
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technically murder. That is not what Jack is saying but some 
may think it is. There are other ways that abortion can be 
wrong. 


I do not think the central issue is the question of the 
existence of life, from the standpoint of a technical definition 
of the word "life." But | do think there are some things that 
need to be considered on that point. When an egg is fertilized 
the process starts toward developing a life. We call it an 
"embryo." Could that be something like a table where all the 
parts are there but not assembled? Is it a table? Not in the 
fullest sense of the word. It is a set of parts that constitute a 
potential table. If you buy a table at Wal Mart it will likely 
come in a box, unassembled. The label will say “Table.” It 
will not say "potential table.” 


In the new birth of the New Testament the "seed" is 
the word of God. (Luke 8:11). When it is planted in the 
human heart a process begins which, when completed, will 
produce a spiritual life. |] think we agree that life, in the usual 
definition of the word, comes into existence when one comes 
forth from the water of baptism. One ts not, as many say, a 
born ayain Christian at the moment the process starts, 1. e., he 
believes in mind. But spiritual life in the potential sense does 
exist before baptism. The “parts” are there but unassembled. 
The issue is not the point at which life begins technically. 
The issue 1s should it be aborted? 


The word "abort" means to call off something, or 
terminate it, before it is developed to completion. The 
question ts always, "Should that thing be called off?" As Sack 
said, we cannot give blanket approval and say that abortion 1s 
always right, not a blanket condemnation and say that 
abortion 1s always wrong. Personally, | am very glad that 
when the egg was fertilized that later produced me, it was not 
aborted before I was fully assembled, at any point along the 
way. Of course, we all feel that way. Whether it would 
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technically have been murder is not as important to me as the 
fact that I want to live. Even if it would not have been 
murder to abort me, from where I sit it certainly looks like it 
would have been wrong. Now, if my fetus was so deformed 
that being born would mean a life of misery and total 
uselessness, then I probably would see it differently. 


As far as the procedural act of aborting a life that has 
begun is concemed, God does that a lot. He sometimes takes 
infant life before it is fully develops. Perhaps it would have 
been better had he aborted Adolph Hitler as a fetus. But He is 
God and sees the big picture, the end from the beginning. We 
are not God and do not have that power. My point is that 
anytime we abort a pregnancy we are aborting a life, in the 
potential sense. That alone does not make it wrong. It 
depends on the circumstance. But it does make it a very 
serious matter to consider. Before deciding to do that I 
believe we ought to think about several things, and I do not 
think that the question of whether or not it is technically 
murder, is the only one, or even the primary one. It seems to 
me that the quesiion should be, "Is abortion in this case the 
right thing to do?” I agree that we should think about that 
question from all angles. 
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Email: gospelen@arkansas.net 


rr a a a a a 


BANK ACCOUNT: We finished the year in the black, 
but just barely. This is the lowest the account has ever been. 
Our financial problems would be solved if we could get our 
subscribers to renew their subscriptions. If you appreciate 
receiving the Ensign, why not look at your expiration date 
and renew if you are behind. Again, Happy New Year. 
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By R. L. Kilpatrick 


imputation, whether of righteousness or of guilt, is to 
be understood in a universal or racial scnse. The same 
manner in which righteousness is imputed to the Christian 
race, guilt is likewise imputed to Adam's fleshly race. As we 
say that a person "in-and-of himself" is not necessarily 
righteous, we can also say that person in-and-of himsclf may 
not be guilty as respecting Adam's transgression. Those who 
have not reached the age of accountability are not personally 
guilty of violating any of God's laws. The imputation of 
Adam's guilt is an impersonal matter and God's divine nature 
of justice is maintained. Since the imputation of God's 
righteousness upon sinners somehow fits within the 
framework of divine justice, so imputed guilt upon the 
innocent somehow fits within that same framework of Justice. 
Paul said that God “has consigned all things to sin" (Gal;. 
3:2). In other words, God has stamped “S/N” upon the whole 
husman race. Paul said again that all men are under the 
“power of sin" (Rom. 3:9). It is simply a matter of God 
exercising His sovereign right to bestow grace upon 
whomsoever he chooses and whencver he chooses (Ex 33:19; 
see also Rom. 9:14-23). Grace is not a demand of God's 
nature. It is a freely chosen option -- otherwise salvation 
would not be a free gift. [t would be a requirement and would 
thus annul the grace option. 
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THE FATE OF THE (NNOCENT 


It may seem somewhat harsh and bearJess to say that God 
imputes gut upon the mnocent, which includes those who 
have not reached the age of accountability, and those who are 
mentally incapacitated. ‘So perhaps we should add a further 
word of explanation to take away some of the sting. 


The infant who dies while in that stage of innocence, 
even though under the imputation of guilt (along with the rest 
of humaarty), will not come into judgment to account for such 
guilt. In physical death. al} that was inherited from Adam 
(the Adamic nature) ts put off. This leaves the sprrit, the soul, 
of the mfant blameless because the soul in not guilty of 
violating a positive precept of God. In this state, minus the 
Adamic nature, the mnocent possesses true righteousness. 
With gyace as a free gift of God bestowed upon the 
undeserving, it cannot be said that a child who dies in infancy 
is saved by grace. In the first place, the child was not lost, not 
having coamnitted personal sin which would require special 
grace for its salvation. Note again Campbell's words. 


They are thus innocent though they be, as 
respects actual and personal transgression, 
accounted as sinners by him who inflicts upon 
them the peculiar and appropriate wages of 
sin, J 


Again, reckoning guilt is to be understood in a 
universal sense and not personal. The wrath of God is 
without doubt upon all flesh, and where wrath ts manifested, 
guilt is the cause. 


Surely we are all aware that the nature of Adam is 
born m ali fiesh and constitutes what we call "human nature.” 


' Christian System, Alexander Campbell (Cincinnati, OH) p. 15 
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In time that nature will manifest itself in personal 
transgression of God's law. Therefore, as long as man resides 
in the flesh. he is under the imputed status of guilt. Yet, even 
at the same time, the inner spiritual man, created in the image 
of God, enjoys the imputed status of "righteousness." 


Those who study the scriptures with the realization 
that it is God's righteousness which saves us through faith in 
Christ (and not because of righteous deeds, which is self- 
righteousness) will have a much better understanding and 
appreciation of the doctrine of salvation by grace in the 
crucified Christ. Let us conclude with the words of Martin 
Luther in reference to Romans 1:17, “And now, much as | had 
hated the word 'righteousness of God,' before, so much the 
more sweetly i extolled this word to myself now, so that this 
passage in Paul to me was a real gate to Paradise.” 
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By Given O. Blakely 


1 was troubled by the haberdashery that brother Kirby pawned 
off in his personal view of the genesis of life. The liberty he 
exhibited in sounding out his private views of life concern 
me, because he is speaking of a matter that pertains to God. 
Since God alone "makes alive" (Deut. 32:39), and life itself 1s 
described as “the spint" or “breath of God" being in our 
“nostrils” (Job 27:3), we are obliged to reflect the mind of the 
Lord in our view of life — whether of its beginning or its 
conclusion. Brother Kirby's reasoning was much closer to the 
earth than to heaven, reflecting human wisdom rather than the 
mind of Christ. 1 thought his statement concerning living 
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things was most unique: “something can be alive without 
living.” What a breakthrough in the field of definition! | 
suppose something can also be dead without dying. 


I realize it confortns to the world's way of thinking to say 
“where pregnancy occurred because of rape, we should not 
make a woman feei guilty of murder who elects to terminate 
the pregnancy by abortion in early months." Those who 
imagine they have been granted the ability to make such 
decisions would be better off to pray to the Father, "deliver us 
from evil." If they are as wise and msightful as they pretend, 
God will surely hear their prayers. The interesting thing is 
that when the law approached the matter of rape. it demanded 
the death of the one who raped the woman (Deut. 22:25-27). 


The postulate that life begins at birth rather than conception 
does not account for the growth process. Where is growth 
ever attributed to something or someone that is not alive, or 
living? In his rudimentary wisdom, even Solomon knew that 
“bones do grow in the womb of her that is with child" (Ecc. 
11:5). How is it that Almighty God Himself formed, and 
knew, Jeremiah before he exited from the womb (Jer. 1:5). 
Was He recognizing as a person something that was not 
alive? Why did He choose to identify Jeremiah as a person 
while he was still in the womb? It was Jeremiah himself that 
was "formed," "sancttfied,” and "ordained" by God almighty 
when he was in "the womb.” {s that the way God speaks of 
something that is not living? And God makes a pwuint of 
saying these things applied BEFORE Jeremiah was "bom." 
God and brother Kirby speak differently of children in the 
womb 


Why are offspring called "the fruit of the womb" (Gen.30:2; 
Psa. 127:3; Isa. 13:18)? Does fruit come from a domain in 
which there is no life? Jesus spoke of the absurdity of 
gathering grapes from thoms or figs from thistles (Matt. 7:16). 
But what of obtaining fruit from a domain in which life does 
not exist? That is like gathering (rua from rocks! Job knew 
that God had made and fashioned him fa person] "in the 
womb" (Job 31:15). How could such knowledge be withheld 
from someone living in the blanng glory of the Sun of 
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righteousness? If God makes and fashions what is in the 
womb, who will champion the right of a person — any person 
— to cut God's work short, terminating it as though God had 
dispensed such a right to mortals? Or, does brother Kirby care 
to say there are sometimes when God does not begin the 
process of children being formed in the womb? Or, perhaps, 
God becomes involved in the process only after the third 
month, sixth month, or during the travail that leads to birth. 


The law dealt with a premature birth, or miscarriage. If a 
woman with child was struck during a fight between two 
men, and it resulted in the premature birth of her child, certain 
directions were given. If no "serious injury” occurred, and the 
mother and child lived, the offender would only be fined. 
However, in the case of death, whether of the child or the 
mother, the offender was to be put to death. The interesting 
thing about this, is that the punishment was described in these 
words, "you are to take life for life’ (Ex.21:23). If that was 
true of a child lost when a man struck the woman bearing it, 
why is it not true of a man who intentionally aborts the birth 
of the child. And what of the mother who consents to such a 
procedure? 


How is it that Jacob and Esau contended with each other 
while they were in Rebekah's womb? Were they living, or 
were those contentions merely muscle spasms? How is it that 
God referred io, what brother Kirby calls "the fetus," as "the 
children," "two nations," and "two manner of people" (Gen. 
25:22-23)? That is, indeed, a strange way to speak of two 
“somethings” that were not living. It cannot be countered that 
this was merely said in prospect of what they would be, for 
they are called "children" while yet in the womb. 
Unacquainted with brother Kirby's view, Paul also spoke of 
what was conceived by Isaac in Rachel as "the children being 
not yet bom" (Rom.9:10-11). He made no distinction in the 
personhood of Jacob and Esau before and after they were 
born. Their identity as individuals began in the womb, not 
after their birth. 

David accounted for his own life, he did not point to his 
birth, but to his conception {Psa.51:5). I{ was he who was 
conceived, not a "fetus. Women who were, as brother Kirby 
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would say, "pregnant," are said by the Holy Spirit to be "with 
child," not "with fetus” (Gen. 16:11; Gen. 19:36; Ex.21:22; 2 
Kgs. 8:12; Matt.24:19; 1 Thess 5:3). 1 suppose it might be 
conjectured that the child was not living, but such a 
conjecture is nothmg more than an exercise of vanity and a 
display of abysmal ignorance, 


Where 1 all of nature is something born that was not living 
before it was born? Even a flower was a living bud before it 
blossomed. If you coul¢ talk to cows and elephants, they 
would probably laugh if you attempted to tell them their 
caives were not living until they were bom. How much more 
is such a thing an absurdity when it applies to the "offspring 
of God" (Acts 17:29). | 


When John the Baptist was conceived, the Holy Spirit chose 
to say of Elizabeth, "she conceived A SON in her old age," 
not a fetus (Luke 1:36). When John was yet in the womb, a 
"fetus" by brother Kirby’s definition, it is said, "the babe 
leaped in her womb” (Lk. 1:41). This leaping was motivated 
by a spiritual rationale, for it is written the babe "leaped for 
joy” (Lk.1:44). By scientific definition, John was a six-month 
unborn vertebrae, with neither personality nor life. By God's 
definition, he was ‘the babe" that could be filled with the 
Holy Spirit and leap for joy. The word "babe" is the same 
word (brephos) used to describe Jesus, "the babe m swaddling 
clothes” (Lk. 2:12). It is also used to describe what the 
shepherds found when they worshiped the babe Jesus (Lk. 
2:16). It is used to describe the “infants” women brought to 
Jesus to bless (Lk.18:15), and Timothy who was taught from 
a "child" (2 Tim,315). In fact, mighty John was “filled with 
the Holy Spirit, while yet m his mother's womb" (Lk. 1:15). 
Can you imagine someone trying to explain to John that he 
was not living then, but was only "alive" -- that he was only a 
fetus, and not a person at all. I am sure he would tell them tt 
does take life to enable someone to "leap." It also requires 
personality to experience "joy." For that matter, it should be 
repulsive to any child of God to hear the Author of life 
represented as filling an impersonal mass of human tissue 
with his Holy Spirit. 
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represented as filling an impersonal mass of human tissue 
with his Holy Spint. 


In the case of Jesus, :f brother Kirby is rigbt, a Living Spirit 
overshadowing Mary, conceived a non-living fetus within her 
who became living only when He was bom (Luke 1:31-35). 
The spirit is careful to tell us Jesus Himself was “conceived in 
the womb” (Lk 2:21). The “child” Jesus had personal identity 
in the womb as well as in the manger, His circumcision, and 
His dedication, 


It would be far better for those who see abortion as approved 
under circumstances of their own choosing, to simply state 
their opinion and let the matter go. There is no need to bring 
“living” into the matter, for then God has become a part of the 
discussion. To present God as conceiving an impersonal fetus 
(or, as some would have it, a “potential” person), and causing 
it to be living and persona! only at birth (as in the case of our 
blessed Lord) 1s nothing less than foolishness draped with the 
cloth of intellectuality. Far better to cast such imagination 
away as foolishness and filthy rags. Such thoughts have no 
place in the mind of a child of God. They have been both 
conceived and birthed by men, not God. Further, humanly 
conceived terms are used as pillars to hold up such reasoning. 
Of course, those who chose such to speak in such a manner 
will give an account for their words. 
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~ WALKING TOGETHER 
AMOS 3:3 


Dr. Dailas Burdette Part 2 


James Montgomery Boice correctly brings out the 
obvious implication of Amos 3:3 when he writes: “Amos’ 
points are quite obvious. If people meet in order to go 
walking, it is by prior arrangement. If they have not agreed to 
meet, the walk will not take place.” James Luther Mays has 
correctly observed: 


The first seven questions range across happenings, 
which common experience and outlook would 
cormect self-evidently with another event. When 
two men are seen makin their way across the 
horizon of Judah’s empty hill country, one knows 
they could hardly have met except by appointing a 
time and place (v. 3). 


Hans Walter Wolff also expresses the concept by the 
Hebrew word that is translated “agreed” in the KJV: “Ty* 
(y‘d) nipal usually means ‘to make an appooitment,’ but later 
connotes ‘to meet (by appointment), to assemble.” 
Regarding this save concept, C. F. Keil writes: 


The examples are evidently selected with the view 
of showing that the utterances of the prophet 


? James Montgomery Boice, Minor Prophets, Two Volumes 
Complete in One Edition (Grand Rapids: Kregel, 1986), 150. 





* James Luther Mays, Amos (Philadelphia: Westminster 


Press, 1969), 60. 


* Hans Walter Wolff, 4 Commentary on the Books of the 
Prophets Joel and Amos, Hermemeia, Translated by Waldemar Janzen, S. 
Dean McBride, Jr., and Charles A. Muenchow, S. Dean McBride, Jr., ed 
(Phitadelphia: Fortress Press, 1977), 179. 
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The examples are evidently selected with the view 
of showing thai the utterances of the prophet 
onginate with God. This is obvious enough in vers. 
7, 8. The first clause, “Do two men walk together, 
without having agyeed as to their meeting?’ 
(nd‘ad, to betake one’s self to a place to meet 
together at an appointed place or an appointed time; 
compare Job ii. 11, Josh. x3. 5, Neb. vi. 2; not 
merely to agree together), contains something more 
than the trivia! truth, that two persons do not take a 
walk together without a previous arrangement. The 
two who walk together are Jehovah and the prophet 
(Cyril); not Jehovah and the nation, to which the 
judgment is predicted.” 

John H, Hayes, too, bas pungently captured the 
essence of Amps’ use of the rhetorical questions coacernmg 
the inevitability of God’s judgment upon the nation of Israel 
with the foilowing scenario: 

The series of questions opens in verse 3 with an 
inierrogative statement which may be seen as a 
neutral or rather banal way of getting the series 
going. Only verse 3 is composed of a smgle 
question; the others occur in pars. Since there are 
seven questions in verses 3-6, one question had to 
stand alone. 


Various translations have been proposed for verse 3, 
depending upon how one understands the situation envisioned 
in the question. The translation offered above is the one most 
widely found but its straightforward meanmg-—“Can two 
people walk together unless they meet?’—-appears so 
simplistic that one wonders how it would have functioned to 
entice an audience’s attention. The verb Aik can denote 
various forms of movement including walking. Similarly, y‘d 
can mean “meet” but also “designate”, “appoint,” in the sense 


eee a 


°C. F. Keil and F. Delitzsch, The Twelve Minor Prophets, 
Biblical Commentary on the Old Testament, 10 Volumes, originally 
published 1866-91 (Massachusetts: Hendricksan, 1996}, 260. 
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of making arrangements about something (see Exod. 21:8-9). 
One could thus translate the verse as “Can two people go ona 
journey together without having made arrangements?” 


For Chnstians to cite Amos 3:3 to justify separation 
from other believers who disagree with a particular brand of 
orthodoxy as advanced by certain groups is to abuse Amos 
3:3. One must do more than just surface reading 1f one wishes 
to arrive at a correct application of a particular passage. One 
must go “behind” the text before one goes “in front” of the 
text. If one starts “in front” for his/her exegetical studies, then 
one very well may muisapply the intent of the author. Just a 
brief analysis reveals the intent of Amos as he proposes 
certain rhetorical questions in order to elicit a positive 
response as to the present status of Israel as she faces God’s 
judgment. 

ANALYSIS OF AMOS 3:3-8 

The first question by Amos opens m verse three with 
an mmphed answer. The first interrogative statement may be 
seen aS a way of imitiating the series. Only verse three is © 
composed of a single question—the travelers. On the other 
hand, the other verses (4-6) occur in pairs: two lions (verse 
4ab), two traps (verse 5ab), and two questions to danger 
(verse 6ab). These analogies are presented to demonstrate the 
connection between the prophet’s proclamation and the 
activity of God. In verse 3, one does not notice any element of 
force involved in the first question. Yet, on the other hand, the 
next two questions in verse 4 develop the well-known fact of 
a lion that overpowers another annmal The next two questions 
in verse 5 surrounds the hunter’s vanquishing of aniraa) prey. ° 


The rhetorical nature of the quesWons renders the 
“cause” mdisputable. Up to this point (verses 3—5), tbe cause 
is always deduced from the effect. Amos is stressing that no 
event is self-explanatory; there is always a cause for the 
effect. His adversaries denied that his appearance had 
anything to do with God’s proclamation. Amos went, as it 
were, to the beginning of his prophetic manstry in order to 


®* John H. Hayes, Amos: The Eight-Century Prophet: His Times 
and His Preaching (Nashville: Abingdon, 1958), 124. 
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establish the grounds tor the validity of his calling by 
Yahweh. In a nutshell, one can say that 3:3-8 is justification 
for his ministry. In this section, Amos asks seven rhetorical 
questions and the answers to all of them were “no.” Just a 
casual reading of the periscope reveals that Amos puts the 
effect before the cause. In other words, the cause, in these 
rhetorica! questions, always follows the effect. One might say 
that for every effect there is a cause. 


This message demonstrales the cause-and-effect 
character of his ministry. The prophet puts forth a series of 
illustrations drawn from the world of nature to make obvious 
that “God cannot be mocked.” Over seven hundred years after 
Amos’ ministry, Paul, too, illustrates this same principle to 
the Galatians: “Do not be deceived: God cannot be mocked. 
A man reaps what he sows” (Galatians 6:7). Amos, through 
his seven rhetorical questions, proves beyond the shadow of a 
doubt that God’s judgment 1s inevitable. Election cares with 
it responsibility. It 1s in this vein that Elizabeth Achtemeier 
captures the relevancy of Amos’ penetrating questions to the 
Christian community today: 


That God will judge us for failing to meet the 
responsibilities of our election should be a sobering thought 
for the Christian Church, for, like Israel, we, too, have been 
chosen by God to be a kingdom of priest and a holy nation, 
that we may declare God’s wonderful deeds to all the world 
(1 Pet. 2:9-10. Like Israel, we, too, in our redemption have 
been adopted as sons and daughters of God, and have been 
allowed to call God “Father” (Gal. 4:4-7). Because of the 
work of Jesus Christ, which has grafted us into the root of 
Isracl (Rom. 11:17-24), ‘made us citizens of Israel’s 
commonwealth (Eph. 2:11-12), and allowed us to share the 
name of “the {Israel of God” (Gal. 6:16), we Christians can 
now clam to be among the elect (cf. Rom. 8:33; 2 Tm. 2:10; 
2 Pet. 1:10). But as our Lord tells us in Luke 12:48, “From 
everyone who has been given much, much will be demanded; 
and from the one who has been trusted with much, much 
more will be asked." 


a 


Amos pamts a picture that anyone can see—every 
effect has its cause and every cause has its effect. Once more, 
consider the following rhetorical questions: 


e Dotwo walk together (effect) unless they have 
agreed to do so (cause) [3:3]? 


¢ Doesa lion roar in the thicket (effect) when he has 


no prey (cause)? Does he grow! in his den (effect) 
when he has caught nothing (causc) [3:4]? 


e Does a bird fall into a trap on the ground (effect) 
where no snare has been set (cause)? Does a trap 
spring up from the earth (effect) when there is 
nothing to catch (cause) [3:5]? 

e When a trumpet sounds ina city (cause), do not 
the people trembtie (effect)? When disaster comes 
to a city (effect), has not the LORD caused it 
(cause) {3:6]? 
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By Arnold Hardin 


The letter to Philemon is very short but from it one of 
discernment can easily find a gold mine rich tn gems of truth 
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by which to mold proper principles on which a successfill life 
can be built. 


Paul was a prisoner in Rome. The circumstances of his 
journey to Rome were exciting events (Acts 27-28). The 
letter to Philemon is concerned with a runaway slave. 
Somehow Onesimus had escaped the mastery of Philemon 
and had found his way to the great city of Rome. He found 
Paul, who perhaps he had seen before, dwelling in his own 
hired place (Acts 28:30-31). Onesimus was_ converted, 
becommg prefitable to Paul. 


Philemon was a worthy Christian for whom Paul had great 
admiration. Paul bad converted Philemon, calling him 
. brother and one "who owest to me even thine own self (Phil. 
19). His house was the meeting place in Colosse. Philemon 
had a reputation of responding to the needs of the saints; yet 
he was a slave owner. 


Onesimus js now pictured as one who had been unprofitable 
but now is profitable. The gospel changes the heart, lives and 
values of men. Paul desired to keep this slave but he felt such 
action would place Philemon under constraint. He therefore 
sent Oncsimus back to his Master. 


Here excitement enters the narrative. Paul writes the letter 
which we read and Onesimus places it safely in his traveling 
crouch. He will guard the letter with his life as it contains his 
very life. In your mid, travel the long journey with 
Onesimus; swollen rivers to be traversed, mountains to be 
chmbed. But whatever obstacles he must face he is 
constantly concerned with but one ttem —the letter that will be 
safeguard his very life upon returnmg home, his emancipation 
decree. Weary, ragged and wom, Onesimus walks the last 
mile through fields belonging to Philemon. His back had © 
been bert in those fields. What will Philemon do? He had 
the legal right to flog his runaway slave, even to death. 
Onesimus stands trembling at the door, hesitating to knock. 
Upon doing so Philemon opens it and in shocked amazement 
secs Onesimus standing there. Philemon barks an order and 
Onesimus steps inside. Pyons jaw is taut, his brawny 


hands reach for the slave whip hanging on a rack. He was 
about to flog his slave when Onesimus cries out. 

"Master | beg of you not to flog me until you have 
read a letter that | have brought to you." “What letter"? 
screams Philemon, a his temper is red hot. "Sir, a letter from 
your brother and much respected Paul,” as he reaches inside 
the pouch and hands the letter to his master. Philemon 
releases his hand from the whip reaching for the letter. He 
reads and his anger subsides as the letter indeed becomes a 
freedom document for the runaway slave. 

Paul's touch had been that of a genius. He did not 
command forgiveness though he would have had the right. 
Paul told his friend that if Onesimus had stolen anything to 
put such to his own account. Thank God for the principle of 
imputation. It saved this slave from a horrible beating and 
because of our Lord becoming our righteousness we are 
spared an eternity of banishment from God (2 Cor. 5:21). 


Two Mary's approach the tomb of Christ. An earthquake had 
occurred and an angel had rolled away the stone. The guards 
were paralyzed as dead men. The angel said to the women. 
"Come see the place where he was lying” (Mat. 28:1-7. Why 
was the stone rolled away? Was it not to let Christ out? 
Never! Deity needed no such help in escaping the tomb. 
Rather it was to allow the women to look inside confirmmng 
his resurrection. The "letter" guaranteerng our freedom had 
been read. His death was real, as evidenced by that empty 
tomb. Our emancipation proclamation had been written, not 
as one written upon tablets of stone, but in letters of red as he 
shed his blood to free us from slavery. 


The two Mary's were told to go quickly and teil his disciples. 
They ran toward Jerusalem. "The darkness is gone. The sun 
is up. The Son is out. But the Son isn't finished.” Our 
freedom papers have been signed and sealed. Pause and look 
one More time, if you will, for assurance: but then start 
running to do your duty. There is no motivation more noble. 
Jesus walked home knowing only victory. Dear pilgrims, fear 
not. 
2722 McCutcheon, Dallas, Texas 75227 
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Covenant, Law g0d Justification 
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By Stanley Paher 


(n his experience with Cornelius, the apostle Peter learned 
that God extends acceptability to anyone — whether Jew or 
Gentile — who respects Him and does what is morally right 
(Acts 10:34). Further, everyone who believes in God receives 
remission of sins (v. 43), something that the Jewish prophets 
long have testified about God. Now, through Jesus, all 
believers are justified {Acts 13:39). God makes no distinction 
between people, purifying hearts by faith (Acts 15:9, see also 
Rom. 5:1, Gal. 2:15-16). 


We Christians, like the Old Testament Jews, are 
justified by faith (Rom. 4:1; 5:4). Justification means that we 
have remission of sins, which its functionally what God's 
covenant does for us. Covenant is a tie, a compact, a display 
of mercy, a treaty, a solemn vow, a promise--as in Psalm 
105:8,42, and Rom. 4:13-16. 


He first definition of covenant made with the Jewish 
fathers, while Paul said that the Galatians were heirs 
according to the promise (3:29). Covenant is a relationship 
word where the forgiving and the forgetting of sin was ever 
present. 


Justification 
The tern justification denotes God's judicial 
announcement wherein man (though guilty of sin) Its 
accounted legally righteous, with full and absolute remission 
of sin. The sin-drenched man of crimson is thus made as 
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obviously does not make a man sinless or even a good person 
in society. 

Through justification, a man's sin and guilt are not 
imputed or reckoned to his account but are tmstead wholly 
credited or placed upon Jesus. This removal means that man 
stands pardoned before the throne of God, as if he never had 
sinned. Sin is forgiven and remembered no more — a term of 
the eternal covenant. Thus cleansed, the past is pardoned and 
guilt is gone forever. What a comfort! 


But there is more. He righteous life of Christ is 
imputed , reckoned, or credited to our account, instead of sin 
and guilt. Now, through the eternal covenant, man is fully 
welcomed into His presence and surrounded by His love. The 
mission of Jesus, to live as a substitute, means thai all of His 
righteous acts — His work and sacrifice — are laid to our 
account. These things now belong to us, for we have no 
righteousness of our own (Phil. 3:9). God now has fellowship 
with us with no condemnation. We are “clothed in the 
righteousness of Jesus alone, and stand faultless before the 
throne." 


The result of justification is that Jesus is our 
righteousness and we are his sin. He took our sin, 
simultaneously giving us what had been His. As a 
pronouncement from a righteous God, Justification is not 
something man dves, and assuredly he is not capable of 
"prowing into" justification. Instead, he is placed there by a 
God of love. God reckons man as righteous, as an airline 
credit bonus miles to a frequent flyer. God pays into man's 
account wages for what Jesus did; man receives credit for 
work he never could do for himself. 


Most comforting of all, justification means that the 
Christian never experiences instant condemnation based on 
the commission of a sin or a series of sins. Instead, 
transgressions are covered (Psalm 32:1-2; Rom. 4:7-8) 
because the blood of Jesus continually cleanses (1 John 1:7). 
Of course, persistence in sin and outright rejection of God 
nullify the covenant relationship, breaking it (Jer. 31:32b) and 


37 


allowing sin to remain. Happily, whether sinning m thought, 
word, or deed, the Chnstian has sin covered (not mputed) by 
God's initiative and the finished work of Chnst. 


Throughout life, the Christian is thus accounted as 
righteous. In the covenant God accepts us unconditionally; 
man responds by faith. God then changes us, cleanses us 
continually, giving us a new heart and a new sprit (Ezek. 
36:24-28). When thus joioed to God, law, not sin, is on the 
heart as a principle of action in a positive life before God. 


The Unthinkable Legalistic Alternative 


The religion of man insists that m some way through a system 
Of law-works, the Chnstian strives to make himself right with 
God and achieve salvation by his own doing ma "God's part,” 
Man's part” formula. This presumes that man can pull 
himself by his own bootstraps, calling upon bis own strength 
and discipline. That by trying bard and often enough he can 
win God's acceptability, is the legahst's self-dehusion. 


Man's religion fears that God will tum his back on him 
if he is not domg enough good works and figuring out all of 
the right doctrines. He obeys in order to gain God's blessings. 
He may continually bear the punishment of guilt for 
something done long ago, but by workmg hard for God he 
might eventually gain forgiveness. Prideful, such a one 
claims to be right on every Bible issue, and these beliefs are 
systematized into a patterned law. 


The religion of man produces a community of self- 
righteous people who constantly compare themselves with 
others, to see who is keeping the law "good enough,” even 
unto perfection. Through a law-works system they strive to 
show God that they are worthy of divme attention. 
Perfiunctory law-keeping is deemed virtuous, and there is 
artificial comfort in spwitual self-relamce—"We did it!" 
Even the slightest falling short brings guilt, yet they continue. 
to "do the Jaw,” so that God will be manipulated into loving 
them. 
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Conclusion 


The contrast between legalism and covenant theology 
is Clear. 


The Christian is not accounted as righteous before 
God by his good works and how well he knows the law, but 
solely by what He did in His life, in His keeping the law and 
the perfect finished work on the cross. Thus accepted, the 
Chnstian has peace, the hope of eternal life, and all other 
spiritual blessings and_ fellowship with covenanters 
throughout time, all of whom enjoy the remission of sins. 


Justification points to a people of love and humility; 
God, in taking the initiative to bring salvation in the covenant 
through his Son has done it all for us. His life, His obedience 
to the law to perfection, and His sacrifice on the cross to shed 
the sin-cleansing blood, bring salvation to all who enter the - 
eternal covenant. 


in the gospel, man does nothing of and by himself, but 
simple responds to God's invitation by faith — receiving the 
eternal covenant. Thus salvation (a present acceptance by 
God) is not the result of our works but of His life. It is not 
what we do but what He did at Calvary. It is not our trying 
and striving but our trusting. In responding to God's gracious 
gift of covenant by receiving it, we are accepted into God's 
heavenly family as the spiritual seed of Abraham, the father 
of us all. 


Covenantal religion clearly means that sin is fully 
satisfied through the blood of Christ, not by works of man 
through strained effort to do "the law." Indeed, a relationship 
with God in the eternal covenant means that he declares us 
without guilt or sin through the righteousness of Jesus. There, 
and only there, and in no other way, can we walk in the 
presence of God. 


4135 Badger Circle, Reno, Nevada 89509 
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RESTRUCTURING THE CHURCH 





THE SCHEME OF REDEMPTION 





By R. L. Kilpatrick 

[ grew up under preachers who explained the "scheme 
of redemption" as Hearing, Beheving, Repenting, Confessing, 
and being Baptized. This is not to suggest that the subject 
needs to be restructured, because as far as we can discern 
there is no recognized basic "structure" to begin with among 
our brethren. There is indeed a "scheme" in redemption but 
nothing like our definition of it. This is offered simply to 
enhance our understanding of the Christian system. 


Probably the most’ difficult, obscure and 
misunderstood subject in the entire Bible is the doctrine of 
"The Righteousness of God." On the surface these words 
seem simple enough to understand, but underneath lies a 
meaning so profound that many Bible students spend a 
lifetime of study and never know it's even there. 


The Righteousness of God may rightly be said to be 
the very “cause" which underlies the Scheme of Redemption, 
and the central theme throughout the New Testament. Our 
God is a God of law and order. Not even the redemption of 
mankind can be based on any other than a system of justice, 
consistent with the divine nature of God; nor can sin go 
unpunished. Even though God is a God of love, mercy, 
grace, and kindness, still, he will not save mankind in a state 
of unrighteousness, for this is contrary to his nature of Divine 
justice. Christ was punished for our sins. 


We must understand that righteousness is a state of perfection 
-Absolute, total perfection, and in view of his salvation seems 


impossible. Yet, God through Jesus Christ found the 
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ingenious way to redeem mankind. Yes, there is a way for 
man to become perfect. And we dare say that no Bible 
student will ever master the Christian System until he can 
explain it. It can be done by understanding the how's and 
why's of the subject of "The Rightcousncss of God.” 


In Romans 3:31 Paul asked the question: "Do we then 
overthrow the law by this faith? By no means! On the 
contrary. We uphold the law." Legalist will use this verse to 
prove that law and faith exist side by side in the Christian 
System. it does the very opposite. Under the law a man is an 
unredeemed sinner, Under grace he !s free from law and sin. 
So how can the sinner under law have anything in common 
with Christians saved by grace? He cannot. Law condemns 
but grace forgives. Read Romans 3:9 through {8, and 
Galatians chapter 3, plus other scripturcs. 


So how is it that faith establishes the law? Because 
faith allows one to center the spiritual body of Christ wherc 
mercy, forgiveness and perfection exists. Through faith the 
sinncr becomes perfect. Paul says again in Romans 8:4 that 
God sent forth his Son in the likeness of sinful flesh "In order 
that the just requirement of the law be fulfilicd in us..." The 
just requirement of the law is perfection! Faith, then, 
makes it possible to establish the demand of the law. Instead 
of the faith making "void" the law it makes it possible for the 
law to be fulfilled. This is the law's demand — which in my 
humble opinion is the meaning of Romans 3:31. 


Another passage we want to look at is ! Corinthians 
15:55b and 56. Paul is saying that an old saying would come 
to pass, that,"Death is swallowed up in victory. O death 
where is thy victory? O death, whcre is thy sting. He sting of 
death 1s sin, and the power of sin is the law." 


Did you notice anything strange about the 
construction of this passage? Shouldn't Pau! have said that 
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the "sting of sin is death?" But he said that the "sting of death 
is sin." He seems to have it backwards, but I suspect Paul 
knew exactly what he was saying and had a reason for 
phrasing it this way. Note also that the "power of sin is the 
kaw." In other words, without law sin has no power. And 
means further, that, since Christians are not under flaw, there 
IS no sin that puts them to death- -"Where there is no law 
there is no transgression" (Rom.4:15b)" "We-are not under 
law but under grace” (Rom. 6:15b). But how is it that death 
(the sting thereof) brings out sin? Is Paul saying that there is 
activity after death? No, but the activity comes during that 
period of which the Hebrew writer said, "...that through death 
he might destroy him who has the power of death, that is the 
devil, and deliver all those who through fear of death were 
subject to lifelong bondage” (Heb. 2:14b-15). Notice that the 
writer was referring to Jews-~ as the whole book of Hebrews 
is dedicated to that race. It was the Jews who lived their 
whole lives in fear of bondage to the law. (I'm sure the 
principal would apply to all mankind.) What was the 
consequence of living in this fear of death? 


The consequence is apparently the same philosophy 
that exists today. This philosophy says "Eat, Drink and be 
Merry for tomorrow we die.” Or as the TV ad says, "Get all 
the gusto you can out of life. You only go around once." 
Things haven't changed much over the years. Therefore, 
since death is the inevitable, why not fulOll the desires of the 
flesh to the maximum? This "fulfilling" brings man to the 
very depths of sin. 

Now let's read again Paul's saying to the Corinthians. 
"The sting of death is sin, and the power of sin is the law.” 
Law is the “power” that makes the death penalty divinely 
legal. Were it not for law sin would run rampant throughout 
the earth. 


The Power of the Gospel. The phrase, the righteousness of 
God, seems to take on real significance in Romans 1:17, even 


44 


though it has the same meaning elsewhere. After speaking of 
the "power of the gospel” in verse 16, Paul said, 


"For in it the righteousness of God is revealed 
through faith for faith; as it is written, He through faith is 
righteous shall live” (vs. 17) 


And here we meet with the theme of the book of 
Romans. "He through faith is righteous shall live. You 
will notice that there is quite a difference between what Paul 
said and our usual explanation of verse 17. He does not mean 
that the Christian lives the remainder of his hfe in faith (he 
does, but this not the meaning here). Note again what 1s 
emphasized in bold print above. Paul means that (he) 
Christian who has faith in Christ Jesus has received the 
righteousness of God and he shall live forever. Anders 
Nygren divides this theme into two parts. 1) He who through 
faith is righteous 2) shall live. 


There is great difficulty in understanding Romans 
1:17. The reason is that we normally look for the theme of a 
book in the beginning or in the title. But Paul hides the theme 
about half way in the chapter. Martin Luther had such a 
problem with it it caused him to blaspheme. 


As a means of bringing the subject into proper focus, 
we have clectcd to use the experience of Martin Luther as he 
began his study of the book of Romans. However much we 
may disagree with some of Luther's teachings, we must give 
him credit for mastering Romans 1:17, and in fact, for his 
overall contribution to biblical theology. 


Anyone who has made a serious attempt to understand 
the contents of versc 17 has undoubtedly met with frustration, 
despair, anxiety, developed a case of ulcers, and even wrath 
in an attempt to decipher Paul's meaning. On the other hand, 
all who have enlightened themselves on the subject have 


45 


experienced a spiritual exhilaration that comes only through 
the enkghtenment of divine truth. Luther said it was like 
finding the "Gate to Paradise” which changed the whole tenor 
of the scriptures. 


In other words, the death of Christ served to appease 
the wrath of God. divine law was vindicated, sin was atoned 
for, and the way was open for God to show (bestow upon) 
justice to mankind. Therefore it was absolutely essential for 
one who was perfect to atone for man, the imperfect. There 
was no other way for God to save mankind and at the same 
time remain consistent with his own divine nature, than for 
someone to die who was perftct. 


For our sake he made him to be sin who knew 
no sin, so that in him we might become the 


righteousness of God. 


Here is how the righteousness of God was revealed in 
the gospel. Our sin was imputed to Him who knew no sin. 
By God's grace we are allowed to share in His perfection (His 
righteousness) which He has imputed to us. This, my 
brethren, is the doctrine of tmputed righteousness. This does 
not mean that we have righteousness within ourselves. It 
means that it is declared of us, that it was a decision on God's 
part that changed our relationship to Flim. It means further 
that God has set us aside (sanctified us) and now regards us as 
if we had never sinned. It was God's way of showing us how 
mercy comes though faith. 


We become "the righteousness of God" when we are 
incorporated into the righteous body of Christ -- Elis spiritual 
body, the church. (Cf. Col. 1:18; Eph. 1:22, 23; 4:4). Our 
standing before God is that of righteousness becausc it 1s the 


' HT Corinthians 5:21. 
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standing of Jesus before Him. Righteousness is therefore a 
"status" which we occupy in our relationship with God. We 
are not righteous in-and-of ourselves; that is, there is nothing 
that we have done to merit such a standing. We are what we 
were before we were saved, except that now our legal status 
has changed -- brought about by faith. Luther summed it up 
in this manner: 


God will not save us through our own 
righteousness and wisdom, but through that 
which comes to us from outside of ourselves; 
through a righteousness which neither came 
from nor has been produced by us, but which 
comes from elsewhere; which did not zrow on 
this earth, but comes from heaven. Hence man 
must learn a righteousness which is completely 
from without and foreign to us. And therefore 
one's own personal righteousness must first be 


rooted out. Z 


Rooting out this persona! righteousness 1s and has been 
most difficult task for us who belong to Restoration churches. 
We are "saved by_works of mghteousness"! — is the universal 
cry among us. 


2710 Day Road, Huntsville, Alabama 35801 
Email: kilpatrick20@home.com 
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2 Martin Luther, Lectures on Romans, translated by William 
Pauck, (Westminster Press), Vol. XV. 
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HIS POVERTY, OUR 
RICHES _ 


a SS ee ne 


By Arnold Hardin 


Paul was always concerned about the poor. He was 
anxious to cement relations between Jewish Christians and 
those among Gentiles. The facilitating of such was his desire 
that Gentile congregations send relief to Jerusalem. He 
instructed those in Corinth to set aside (at home) an offering 
each week (1 Cor. 16:1-2). It was not a commandment (2 
Cor. 8:8) rather a suggestion. The collection was a one time 
deal. 

The response of those in Corinth was slow in coming 
as a year of inactivity goes by. In his second letter they were 
admonished to complete this "grace." One incentive used was 
the example of the Macedonians (2 Cor. 8:1-6). The second 
incentive used was contained in one of the most wonderful 
statements of Holy Scripture. 


For you know the grace of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, that, though he was rich, yet for your sake 
became poor, that you through his poverty might 
become rich (2 Cor 8:9). 


What were the riches possessed by Christ? It is 
pictured so well in Philippians 2. Christ was on an equality 
with God. He reigned as the Creator of this vast universe. He 
owned everything. But alas, "He emptied himself” (becoming 
poor) and became a servant of man being found in fashion as a 
man. His human journey would take him from a birth bed of 
hay to a cruel cross. He would one day hear that John was 
baptizing and he knew the time to respond to our poverty was 
beckoning. He would hang up his carpenter's apron and with a 
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last glimpse at his hammer and nails (causing his skin to 
cringe) he would walk out and with tears and a big hug bid his 
mother goodbye. 


Paul speaks of God's graciousness. Isaiah had spoken 
of the "stripes" of Christ bringing our "healing." Religionists 
everywhere twist thus beautiful prophecy to mean that his 
stripes guaranteed our physical healing. Their foolishness has 
gone to seed. Our bodies, because of sin are corruptibie and 
being so it is appointed unto us once to die. Be practical and 
realize that ""faith healers" are in it for the money. Immortality 
is to be given to mortal bodies. Christ did not become poor in 
order to heal our mortal bodies but to heal our eternal spirits. 


When Adam and Eve sinned God could have thrown 
up his hands in disgust. His love would not allow his hands in 
justice to move. What eternal love was demonstrated over and 
over during the days of the history of Israel. When the Love of 
God was painted in red letters across the skies m the advent of 
Christ, we could not rise to where God is; s» he came down to 
where we are. 


"Jesus later summarized God's stubborm love with a 
parable. He told about a teenager who decided that life at the 
farm was too slow for his tastes. So with pockets full of 
inheritance money, he set out to find the big time. What he 
found instead were hangovers, fair-weather friends, and long 
employment lines. When he had had just about as much of 
the pig's life he could take, he swallowed his pride, dug his 
hands deep into his empty pockets, and began the jong 
journey home; ali the while rehearsing a speech that he 
planned to give to his father" (Max Lucado ~ "No wonder 
they call Him the Savior"). 

Our brethren have been known to say that God could 
have chosen another way to save fallen man. Don't believe it! 
Such is blasphemy. Man had drowned in a sea of filth. God's 
grace was the only thing available for his rescue. The Divine 


49 


Formula could not have consisted of anything other than “by 
grace through faith" was man to be saved. God's grace was 
placed within one eternal gift; that bemg Christ becoming 
“poor” that we might be “rich.” 


Grace — Christ becoming poor. Faith — The sinner's 
complete trust in the cross. Paul always associated grace with 
faith; law with works. Why, if there is no natural affinity 
between grace and faith, law and works? And why does he 
contrast grace and works, law and faith, if there is not a 
natural inconsistency between them? "For this cause it is of 
faith, that it may be according to grace” (Rom. 4:16). 


"God has never blessed anybody, in any age or 
dispensation, because of faith, until the faith exhibited itself 
in action" (Guy N. Woads com. on James). This theology has 
been echoed by brethren for all of my life. God must be 
thinking that his children are foolish brats indeed. Such 
teaching makes Paul to be false as an apostle. 


In Romans four and Galatians three Paul shows the 
absurdity of such teaching. We need Abraham as the 
illustration. Abraham was justified in his complete 
acceptance of God's promise of the seed that would save the 
world. He was thus justified by faith more than 20 years 
before he attempted to sacrifice Isaac. He did not offer his 
Son, remember. Our brethren would have us believe that 
Abraham's faith was enemic, yea dead before lsaac was to be 
offered. Preach grace and silence reigns. Preach works 
{obedience to law as defined by Paul) and applause breaks 
out. Brethren go back to the cross (Christ becoming poor) 
and place your trust in him as your sin-ofJering; and, when 
you do, every command will become your desire for therein is 
the only means of our becoming "rich." 

2722 McCutcheon, Dallas. Texas 75227 
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BEATING AROUND THE 
BUSH 
ON CREEDAL POSITIONS 
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By Neat Griffin 


Well-meaning men look to the Bible for patterns to 
prove their religious views. And while it is true that anything 
can be proved by the Bible, the proofs of men do not 
necessarily constitute truth. The Bible says that Herod was a 
fox, so | have proved that Herod was a fox. An inane 
illustration, yes, but no sillier than some of the conclusions 
that legal patternists have drawn from the New Testament 
writings. For example, to insist that all “corporate worship 
services" must be conducted in an upper room 1s ludicrous. 
To insist that cups, used in the Lord's supper observance, 
must have handles is carrying patternism to the extreme. To 
insist that all praying in "the corporate worship service” must 
be on bended knee is majoring in minors. To argue that the 
bread must be broken before blessing it is really stretching. 
To insist on snake handling is outrageous. But far worse Is to 
build parties around these practices and enforce them as tests 
of fellowship. To believe and practice them is one thing, but 
to exclude sincere brethren because of them 1s heresy. It is 
the divisiveness which God hates. Proverbs 6:16-!17 and 
Galatians 5:20. 


These ridiculous examples were used merely to bring 
us to the question at hand: What makes us think that our 
creedal stances are any better? What makes us think that we 
can make void the commandment of God and count our 
brother at naught because he disagrees with us? What makes 
us think that we have any more right than anyone else to 
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force our creedal! positions upon others as tests of fellowship? 
What makes us think that our creedal positions are better than 
theirs? In short, what makes us think that we are better than 
them? We should never count a brother for naught. We 
should never put ourselves in a position to judge another 
man's servant, and we should never consider ourselves better 
than any other brother. See Romans 14:4, I'st Corinthians 4:7, 
and I'st Corinthians 12:21. 


So far, these remarks would probably garner a few 
amen's, so long as I don't start listing specifics fom our own 
creedal warehouse. So, without listing them, £ will beat 
around the bush with a few questions. 


What is God's position on whether or not brethren 
should associate with one another? In other words, are there 
legitimate tests of fellowship? As I have already indicated, | 
would like to approach these questions from a roundabout 
way. God's position, as relates to brotherly association, 1s 
LOVE. Thuis theme 1s maintained throughout Scripture. Any 
theme, which does not agree with it, should be viewed with 
extreme suspicion. The New Testament writings give a 
clarion call to "love one another", to "accept one another”, to 
"carry one another's burdens", to "put up with one another", 
and to “endure one another in love" (see 1 John 5:1; Rom. {5:7; 
Gal. 6:2; Col. 3:13; and Eph. 4:2). Whatever course of action 
we may choose to take toward any brother it must be 
tempered with this theme. Love is the overshadowing 
message. On it rests the law and the prophets. It is the first 
and second in importance. Our attitude of heart toward our 
brethren is of primary importance, for how can we love our 
fellowman in general if we cannot love our own brethren, for 
whom Christ died, in the specific. 
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And yet, God has a negative admonition concerning 
brotherly association, and His position on it ts also very 
clear. Any position which does not agree with this theme 
should also be viewed with extreme suspicion. We are not to 
associate with a brother who ts evil, a brother who ts divisive, 
and/or a brother who denies the Deity of Jesus. Now we have 
both God's positive and negative positions on brethren 
associating with one another. One _ observation ts 
tremendously important at this point and that observation ts 
this: All three of these negative categories involve SIN. They 
involve CLEAR-CUT, UNDILUFED, UNMISTAKABLE, 
CLEARLY IDENTIFIABLE, SIN. 


Now in closing, as | continue to beat around the bush, 
before we attempt to enforce any conclusion, outside the 
realm of salvation by grace through faith, as a test of 
fellowship, we are under obligation to point out the clearly 
identifiable sin our brother is guilty of and show by the 
Scriptures that God demands our withdrawal from him. We 
are under obligation to show that to disagree with our 
conclusions is to sin against God. We need to be very careful 
in this, because elevating the importance of our own 
conclustons could very well result tn our “teaching for 
doctrine the commandments of men". We need to be very 
careful to not let our disdain for brethren who disagree with 
us outweigh the Scriptural admonition to love one another. 
Let us sincerely try to accept one another, as Christ accepted 
us, to the glory of God. Let us not reject one another to the 
shame of God. 


Please consider these thoughts tn light of God's Word. 
10514 Bar X Trail Helotes, Texas 78023 
Email: ngriffin!2@aol.com 
WebSite: http://www. geocities. com/heartland/blufts/4255 


53 





DANNY RAY HARVELL 
Gone but forever in our memory. 

We have lost another soldier of the cross. Danny Ray 
Harvell, son of Ray and Nell Harvell and husband of Kay 
Harvell passed from this life January 13, 2002. Danny was 
47 years old and left two children. Dr. Dallas Burdette of 
Montgomery and Toney Cox of Arab officiated. He was a 
member of the Grassy Church of Christ and employed by the 
Arab Police Department. It seemed that the entire police 
force from Arab tumed out for the funeral. | have never 
before seen so much blue. Danny was well known and loved 
by all who knew him 

Danny had been ill for several months: His family 
stayed by his bedside day and night, and after his death, both 
of his parents (Ray and Nell) had to be hospitalized for heart 
conditions. Ray has already had the balloon procedure and 
Nell is waiting to be scheduled for her operation. The death 
of a son is especially devastating, and they have our deepest 
sympathy. -Editor 





WALKING TOGETHER 
AMOS 3:3 


eee 
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By Dr. Dallas Burdette PART 3 


As one reflects upon the impact of Amos’s 
employment of cause-and-effect arguments, perbaps a 
statement from Car! Ketcherside captures the force of Amos’ 
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arguments: “The divine appointment is that inevitably the sin 
and its punishment must meet.”? With these illustrations, 
Amos presses the relationship between cause and effect. For 
Amos, all of the cause-and-effect arguments are self-evident 
truths, truths acknowledge by ali. The cause-and-effect 
argument in Amos 3:3 is a depiction of two men walking 
together. His argument. so it seems, is this: The plausibility of 
two men walking together would not occur unless they had 
previously made an arrangement (appointment) to do so. 
Christian writer Leroy Garrett has penned some compelling 
words that need to be heard: 


The verse in question is the first of these cause-and- 
effect steps. Two men walk together (effect) 
because they have made an appointment---or 
because they have agreed to meet (cause). 


The point being made is that Amos, only a 
herdsman and farmer, is prophesying (effect) 
because he has a very good reason—the Lord has 
spoken, calling him as a prophet (cause). Jf one can 
understand that two men will not be meeting in a 
remote airport terminal unless they have made 
arrangements, then he would be able to understand 
that Amos would not be prophesying if the Lord 
had not called him. A lion does not roar for no 
reason, nor are people frightened without a cause. 
Since | am prophesying, it is because the Lord has 
called me. This is what Amos is saying.‘ 


> Carl Ketcherside, “Except They Be Agreed,” Mission 
Messenger 27, no. 11 (November 1965): 162. 


* Leroy Garrett, “Can Two Walk Together Except They Be 
Agreed,” Restoration Review 17, no. 7 (September 1975): 123. 
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To illustrate the above scenario from Garrett with a 
personal illustration should help one to grasp rather quickly 
the teaching of Amos 3:3. [In April 1988, this author (Dallas 
Burdette) agreed to meet Ervin Waters, who is from Texas, at 
the airport terminal in Birmingham, AL, on Sunday momung 
at 8:30am. We met, we talked, and we walked. Thus, our 
walking together (effect) came about as the result of our 
appointment previously made (cause). This story illustrates 
Amos’ saying, “Do two walk together unless they have made 
an appointment?” This verse has nothing to do with one’s 
agreement, which is the way many writers employ this 
famous passage. 


in spite of the voluminous translations and 
commentaries, which shed tremendous insight as to the intent 
of Amos, nevertheless, there are still large numbers of 
trustworthy believers who still cite Amos 3:3 to justify 
castigation, censure, ostracism, and removal of the dissident 
from their fellowship. Even though Amos 1s quoted by many 
godly men/women to maintain the purity of the party, this 
misunderstanding, so it seems, is not a deliberate rejection of 
God’s Word, but rather, this lack of correct comprehension Is 
simply an honest mistake of the heart. Many Christians are so 
used to reading the Bible as they have been taught by 
generations of interpreters that it is difficult to read the Bible 
without colored glasses. The innumerable traditions of the 
countless splinter groups have made it almost impossible, if 
not impossible, to read the Word of God accurately. One 
might also add that this is especially true with religious 
leaders—elders and preachers. The leaders of the numerous 
movements (at least twenty-five factions within the Churches 
of Christ) have a difficult time hearing God correctly. Justo L. 


> The New Revised Standard Version, (Nashville, TN: Thomas 
Neison Publishers) 1989. 
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Gonzalez expresses most concisely the necessity of weighing 
carefully one’s traditions, past or present. He writes: 


Without understanding the past, we are unable to 
understand ourselves, for in a sense the past still 
lives in us and influences who we are and how we 
are and how we understand the Christian message. 
The notion that we read the New Testament exactly 
as the early Christians did, without any weight of 
tradition coloring our interpretation, is an illusion. 
it is also a dangerous illusion, for it tends to 
absolutize our interpretation, confusing it with the 
Word of God. . . . Likewise, if we are to break free 
from an undue weight of tradition, we must begin 
by understanding what the tradition is, how we 
came to be where we are, and how particular 
elements in our past color our view of the present.° 


DICTIONARY MEANING OF “AGREED” 

Before investigating more fully the unique 
interpretation placed upon Amos 3:3 by many Christians 
within the Churches of Christ, it would be beneficial to search 
more closely the scholars to determine the definition of the 
word T° (y@'ad, “agreed”). The sole question of the 
interpreter of Amos’ famous saying must be the intent of the 
author. What meaning did he intend to convey by the Hebrew 
word yaad. The English word agreed is from the Hebrew 
yaad, which means: “to fix upon (by agreement or 
appointment); by mpl. To meet (at a stated time). . . gather 
(selves, together), meet (together), set (a time).”’ The basic 
meaning is to make an “appointment,” not unanimty in 


° Justo L. Gonzalez, The Story of Christianity, vol., 1 (San 
Francisco: Harper, 1984}, xvii. 


7 James Strong, The Exhaustive Concordance of the Bible: 
Hebrew and Chaidee Dictionary, Strong’s number 3259 (New York: 
Abingdon, 1958), 50. 
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understanding every Scripture with exactitude. Amos is 
dealing with two people making an appointment to walk 
together. 


Sometimes it is helpful to consult other translations in 
order to observe the particular flavor of a word. For instance, 
the New international Version renders this text: “Do two walk 
together unless they have agreed to do so?”® The New 
Revised Standard version translates the Hebrew: “Do two 
walk together unless they have made an appointment?” The 
New Jerusalem Bible interprets the passage this way: “Do 
two people travel together unless they have agreed to do 
so7”!? One more translation is in order to fully establish the 
meaning of the original intent of the Hebrew word ya@‘ed that 
is translated in the King James Version as “agreed.” The New 
American Standard Bible reads: “Do two men walk together 
unless they have made an appointment?”'' 

The root 1Y* (y‘d) occurs four times in the book of 
Exodus and eighteen times in the Old Testament." 
Armstrong, Busby, and Carr define 12? (ya@'ed) as “to meet 
at an appointed place” in Exodus 25:22; 29:42,43.12 In 


= SS 


8 All Scripture citations are from 7he New /nternational Version, 
(Grand Rapids, Mi: Zondervan Publishing House) 1984, untess stated 
otherwise. 


” The New Revised Standard Version, (Nashville, TN: Thomas 
Nelson Publishers) 1989. 


10 The New Jerusalem Bible: Reader’s Edition, (New York: 
Doubleday.) 1990. 


'' The New American Standard Bible, (La Habra, California: The 
Lockman Foundation) 1977. 


'2 See Terry A. Armstreng, Douglas L. Busby, Cyril F. Carr, 4 
Reader's Hebrew.English Lexicon of the Old Testament, four volumes in 
One (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1989), 49. 
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Joshua 11:5, “to assemble by appointment”;'? in 2 Samuel 


20:5, “to appoint”;'* and in Amos 3:3, “to meet by 
appointment.”!> Also, it is informative to observe what 
Holladay writes: “agree, have an appointment, Am 3.2.”"° 


An analysis of several Scriptures tn which the root 
2" (y‘d) occurs should help one in determining the correct 
meaning to this particular word. In the book of Exodus, 
Moses informs the people of Israel that they were to “Make 
an atonement cover of pure gold—-two and a half cubits long 
and a cubit and a half wide (25:17). This ark was then placed. 
in the sanctuary. God in detailing this significance of the ark, 
said to Moses: “There, above the cover between the two 
cherubim that are over the ark of the Testimony, I will meet 
(1° [y@'ad]) with you and give you all my commands for 
the Israelites” (Exodus 25:22). Moses employs the Hebrew 
root 1)” (y‘qd) that is utilized by Amos. Then, following these 
instructions, God also informed Moses that he would meet 
him at the entrance to the Tent of Meeting: 

For the generations to come this burnt offering is to be 
made regularly at the entrance to the Tent of Meeting before 
the LORD. There I will meet (TY? [yd‘ad]) you and speak to 
you; there also I will meet (192 [y@'ad]) with the Israelites, 
and the place will be consecrated by my glory (Exodus 29:42- 
43). 

P. O. Box 20274, Montgomey, Alabama 36120 

Email: dburdette2 | @charter net 
_ Web Site: www.freedominchrist.net 
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5 Wbid., 131. 
4 thid., 176. 
> thid., 371. 


'6 William L. Holladay, A Concise Hebrew and Aramaic Lexicon 
of the Old Testament (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1971), 137. 
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By R. L. Kilpatrick 


When Paul speaks of receiving the righteousness of 
God he is referring to our relationship with God. Vine 
defines "justification" as the legal and formal acquittal from 
guilt by God the judge, the pronouncement of the sinner as 


righteous, who believes in the Lord Jesus Christ."! He goes 
on to say that this ‘righteousness is unobtainable by any ment 
of man's own, or any other condition than that of faith in 


Christ."2 


Justification (righteousness) is not to be understood as 
a subjective, psychological experience that produces a change 
in the quality of the soul, nor is it something which occurs 
within the soul. When Paul uses either of these terms he uses 
them in a universal sense, that is, the legal standing of the 
spiritual race, Christians. And when referring to the lost, they 
are the "unrighteous." Neither of these terms has reference to 
internal qualities of goodness, It has to do with status. 


There are only two legal positions by which the world 
stands before God -- righteous or unrighteous, saint or sinner, 
justified or unjustified. By our own doings, we are all 
“unrighteous,” but our status has changed. We who believe in 


l Expository Dictionary of New Testament Words. 
Z2Op. Cit. 
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the Lord Jesus Christ are justified sinners. The unbeliever is a 
condemned_ sinner. One is pardoned while the other awaits 
his execution. 


It may seem strange to say that a person can stand 
before God as both saint and sinner at the same time. But not 
so strange when we realize that we are constituted both body 
and spirit, and since flesh and blood cannot enter the kingdom 
of God (1 Cor. 5:50), it means that. part of us which is 
constituted “flesh and blood,” our humanity, is where sin 
resides, and that part of us which is spirit is justified and 
removed from the wrath of God. The carnal man exists under 
the wrath of God and is destined for destruction along with 
the rest of creation, while the spiritual man dwells in the love 
of God and in the body of his Son and awaits eternal life 


There are two- senses in_ which the word 
"righteousness" may be understood and its exact meaning 
depends on the context. 


The great stumbling block for the Jews was over the 
matter of "righteousness." To them, it was inconceivable that 
there could be a righteousness apart from law -- the "doing" 
of good works. In the mind of the Jew righteousness meant 
personal goodness, based on inner qualities. But Paul said - 


But now the righteousness of God has been 
manifested apart from law, although the law and 
the prophets bear witness to it, the righteousness 
of God through faith in Jesus Christ for all who 
believe. For there is no distinction; since all 


have sinned and fall short of the glory of God. 


3 Romaas 2:21-23. 
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Notice that Paul said that the law and the prophets 
“bear witness" to the righteousness of God. That is, the law 
testified to the coming of Christ through the prophets and 
through symbology, allegories, shadows, and it 1s He who 1s 
our righteousness. 


In his day Judah shall be saved, and Israel shall 
dwell safely: and this is his name whereby he 
shall be called, THE LORD OUR 
RIGHTEOUSNESS” (Jer. 23:6; 33:16; cf Luke 
24:44-46; Col. 2L14, 15). 


The righteousness that saves is totally foreign to man. 
It is trom God. Paul leaves no doubt as to how this 
righteousness is attained. 


For his sake I have suffered the loss of all things 
and count them as refuse, in order that I may 
gain Christ and be found in him. Not having a 
righteousness of my own based on law, but that 
which comes through faith in Christ, the 


righteousness of God that depends on faith.4 


Perhaps this is why Jesus said to the multitude, 
"Unless your righteousness exceeds that of the scribes and 
Pharisees, you will never enter the kingdom of heaven" (Mat. 
5:20), because the righteousness of the scribes and Pharisees 
was a personal, self-righteousness. It is not the K/ND that 
saves. 

‘The grounds for our righteousness is the righteousness 
of Jesus Himself bestowed on us through our faith in him, 
which puts us JN HZM, 1. e., in his righteous body. This is 
God's righteousness imputed to all those who belong to the 


4 Philippians 3:,8, 9. 
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spiritual body of Christ, his community of believers. His 
righteousness is our righteousness. We become His 
perfection when we are baptized nto His body (Rom. 6:3,4, | 
Cor. 12:13; Gal. 3:26,27). He is the Head of the body (Col. 
1:38). He stands before God the Father perfect, righteous, 
and we, being in Him, occupy the same status before the 
I'ather as Himself. His death on Calvary's cross perpetually 
atones for our sins (J) John 2:2). 


According to Webster, “impute” (also translated 
reckon, count as , declare) means to "lay the responsibility or 
blame for, or to credit to a person or cause." In scripture both 
definitions have their place. Impute has a legal connotation in 
Romans. It refers to one's legal standing before God, whether 
the standing be good or bad. Everyone stands before God 
either with an imputed "righteousness" or an imputed "guilt." 
These are legal terms denoting relationship to God. 
According to Paul, the proper relationship is God's grace. 
But, instead of accepting Jesus as their rightcousness, the 
Jews (said Peter in Acts 3:14-15) "denied the Holy and 
Righteous @ne, and asked for a murderer . . . and killed the 
author of life.” 


Righteousness Through Law. Under the law of Moses there 
was in fact a "kind" of righteousness to which the Jews could 
rightly lay claim by virtue of his obedience to it. This was 
that righteous character of the law incorporated into his own 
character. Paul said, 


But that lsrael who pursued the righteousness 
which is based on law did not succeed in 
fulfitling the law. Why? Because they did not 
pursue it through faith, but as if it were based 


on works. 


> Romans 9:31,32. 
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Obedience to righteous laws constitutes righteous 
conduct. Any person who obeys the laws of the land in 
which he lives will be a better person, or citizen, for 
having done so. But according to Paul, this is NOT the 
kind of righteousness that saves! This is_ self- 
righteousness based on works. Paul said to Titus, 


But when the goodness and loving kindness of 
God our savior appeared, he saved us, not 
because of deeds done by us in righteousness, 
but in virtue of his own mercy, by the washing of 


regeneration und renewal in the Holy Spirit.6 


Deeds of righteousness surely have their place in the 
Christian system but they are not ‘egal grounds for 
justification. "So it depends not upon man's exertion or will, 
but upon God's’ mercy” (Rom. 9:16). How else could 
salvation be a free gift except it be by God's mercy? 
Salvation by “righteous deeds” is a far cry from being saved 
by "God's righteousness." But the Jews “being ignorant of the 
righteousness that comes from God, and seeking to establish 
their own, did not submit to God's righteousness” (Rom. 
10:3). 


The kind of righteousness that comes through law 
pertains to the conduct and character of the Jew. It referred to 
those inward qualities of goodness which is nothing more 
than personal, or _ self-righteousness. Therefore, the 
righteousness of God which saves cannot rcfer to those 
inward qualities of goodness. It refers to that which comes 
down from heaven and is given as a free gift. It is totally 


OTitus 3:4,5. 
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foreign to man. It is from God. Paul leaves no doubt as to 
how this righteousness ts attained. 


For his sake I have suffered the loss of all things 
and count them as refuse, in order that | may 

gain Christ and be found in him. Not having a 
righteousness of my own based an law, but that 
which comes through faith in Christ, the 


righteousness of Crod that depends on faith. 7 


There are two possible interpretations to the words of 
Jesus when he said, “Unless your righteousness exceeds that 
of the scribes and Pharisees, you will never enter the kingdom 
of heaven" (Mat. 5:20), because the righteousness of the 
scribes and Pharisees was a personal, self-righteousness;. or It 
was a righteousness that comes from heaven itself. lH is the 
only K/N?D that saves. 


The grounds for our righteousness is the righteousness 
of Jesus Himself bestowed on us through our faith in him, 
which puts us JN H/M, 1. e., in his righteous body. This is 
God's righteousness imputcd to all those who belong to the 
spirttual body of Christ, his community of believers. His 
righteousness is our righteousness. We become His 
perfection when we are baptized into His body (Rom. 6:3,4; | 
Cor. 12:13; Gal. 3:26,27). He is the Head of the body (Col. 
1:18). He stands before God the Father perfect, righteous, 
and we, being tn Hum, occupy the same status before the 
Father as Himself. His death on Calvary's cross perpetually 
atones for our sins (1 John 2:2). 


2710 Day Road, Huntsville, Alabama 35801 
Email: kilpatrick20.comcast.net 
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Bound Volumes of Ensign (2000-200!) 1s now 
ready. The volume includes two years of Ensign 
issues and sells fer the same as last year - $7.50 
postpaid. Order from the address on the back of 
each issue. — Editor 
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WALKING TOGETHER 
AMOS 3:3 





By Dr. Datlas Burdette | Part 4 


Yet again, one observes the Hebrew root y‘d used by 
God is the same word as cmployed by Amos (3:3). @ne also 
notices that as Joshua explains the defeat of the northem 
kings by the chsidren of Israel, he employs the same root verb 
yaad in his description of the kings joining forces against 
{srael: 


They came out with all their troops and a large number 
of horses and chariots—a huge army, as numerous as 
the sand on the seashore. All these kings joined ( TP" 
[v&c@]) forces and made camp together at the Waters 
of Merom, to fight against fsrael (Joshua 1 1:4-5). 


These kings assembled by appointment. Thomas 
Finley, author of an exegetical commentary on Amos, 
reminds his readers that the Targum (Aramaic version of the 
Old Testament) renders the verb T2712 (nd'ad) in Amos 3:3 


68 


with the following translation: “unless they have made an 
appointment to meet together.”* Another — scholar, 
McComiskey makes the following succinct observation of the 
verb “walk”: The first question (v.3) asks whether two can 
walk together if they have not agreed to do so. The word 
“walk” is in the tmperfect tense in Hebrew, denoting 
incompleted action. he question Is, ts it customary {or two to 
walk together without agreeing to do so? Certainly two 
people walking side by side would not be doing so only by 
sheer coincidence.” 


HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 


As one seeks to uncover the meaning attached to any 
particular passage, one should seek to understand the 
historical background, if possible, of the Scripture(s) in 
question. Hopefully, this investigation will shed hght on the 
meaning to attribute to a particular word, especially if an 
interpretation of the citation depends on the meaning assigned 
to a specific word. This principle is extremely helpful in 
seeking to uncover a correct interpretation of Amos 3:3. The 
historical background should shed some light on the meaning 
one should designate to the word agreed as employed in the 
KJV. 


At the time of the writing of this Book (768 BC), both 
Jsrael and Judah still existed as nations. IJsrael (Northern 
Kingdom) met its final end in 72) BC by the Assyrians. Yet, 
Judah (Souther Kingdom) did not completely fall until 586 
BC under the power of the Babylonians. At the time of Amos’ 
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® Thomas J. Finley, Joel. Amos, Obadiah, The Wycliffe 
Exegetical Commentary (Chicago: Moody Press, 1990), 182. 


> Thomas Edward McComiskey, Amos, The Expositer's Bible 
Commentary, volume 7, ed., Frank E. Gaebelein (Grand Rapids: 
Zondervan, 1985), 298. 
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call to the prophetic office, he was a citizen of Judah, and, 
yet, he prophesied in the Northem Kingdom. The first verse 
of Amos, together with 7:10-13, places Amos in the middle of 
the eighth century (768 BC) with Uzziah, king of Judah (792- 
740) and Jeroboam II, king of Israel (793-798).'° Jeroboam 
was fourteen years contemporary with Amaziah and twenty- 
seven years contemporary with Uzziah, both kings of Judah. 
Jeroboam’s religious leadership, like the first Jeroboam, 
intentionally encouraged the practices of fertility cults (2 
Kings 14:25-25). The social life of the nation was portrayed 
by adultery. theft, and murder by the government. 


Amos disclosed the spiritual corruption under the 
religious formalism and material prosperity of the time (Amos 
5:12. 21). He rebuked the leaders for the deterioration of 
social justice and morality. Amos, as it were, goes right to the 
jugular vein of covetousness in order to get the attention of 
Jeroboam and his leaders. Listen to the prophet as he spells 
out some of their crimes: “They sell the righteous for silver, 
and the needy for a pair of sandals. ’ They trample on the 
heads of the poor as upon the dust of the ground and deny 
justice to the oppressed. Father and son use the same girl and 
so profane my holy name” (2:6-7). Again, listen to him as he 
enumerates the uiter degradation of the society of Israel: 
“You who tum justice into bitterness and cast righteousness 
to the ground” (5:7); then he adds: “you hate the one who 
reproves in court and despise him who tells the truth. |! You 
trample on the pocr and force him to give you grain” (5:10- 
11). Once more, he calls attention the very core of corruption 
within the judicial system among its leaders: “For I know how 
inany are your offenses and how great your sins. You oppress 


'’ See John H. Walton, Chronological and Background Charts of 
the Old Testament (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1994), 29-31. The dates 
adopted from this book are those assigned by Thiele. 
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the righteous and take bribes and you deprive the poor of 
justice in the courts” (5:12). 


In chapter 7, Amos reveals that Amaziah, the priest of 
Bethel, accused him of raising a conspiracy in the Northern 
Kingdom. He dismissed Amos as a prophet for hire with 
whom he did not need to take seriously (7:12). Amos 
responded to this accusation by saying, “I was neither a 
prophet nor a prophet’s son, but I was a shepherd, and I also 
took care of sycamore-fig trees. ‘S But the LORD took me 
from tending the flock” (7:!4-15a). Again, God speaks to 
Amos and tells him to prophecy against Israel: “Go, prophesy 
to my people Israel” (7:15b). Thus, Amos cries out: “Now 
then, hear the word of the LORD. You say, ‘Do not prophesy 
against Israel, and stop preaching against the house of Isaac’”’ 
(7:16). 


Beginning with chapters one and two, Amos 
proclaims God’s vengeance upon Damascus (1:3), Gaza (1:6), 
Tyre (1:9), Edom (1:11), Ammon (1:13), Moab (2:1), Judah 
(2:4), and Israel (2:6). God accused Judah for rejecting His 
law and for not keeping His decrees (2:4). But God also 
condemned Israel for its egregious behavior in the area of 
social injustice (2:6b). The first eight verses of chapter three 
contain two messages. These messages provide the 
background and purpose of Amos’ activity as a prophet of 
God to the nations. First, Amos reminds the Israelites that 
their deliverance out of Egypt was strictly as a result of God’s 
grace (3:1-2). Israel failed to understand that God’s grace 
demanded responsibility on their part in carrying out God’s 
instructions from His law. One can hardly reflect upon God’s 
condemnation of Israel! without reflection upon the words of 
Jesus as he addressed a crowd of several thousand (Luke 
12:1) in which He calls attention to this very principle of 
privilege: “From everyone who has been given much, much 
will be demanded; and from the one who has been entrusted 
with much, much more will be asked” (12:48b). 


#4 


God bestowed upon Israel many privileges: salvation 
from slavery, special relationship with Himself, a new land 
flowing with milk and honey, and so on. Not only had God 
blessed Israel, but [Jc also blessed Judah with the same 
blessings. God, too, called Judah to serve Him and to 
represent Him and His holiness to other nations, but Judah 
failed in their responsibilities to uphold the holiness of God in 
their day-to-day transactions. Thus God sent Amos to get 
their attention through the use of cause-and-effect arguments 
to utterly tear down any defense that Jsrael and Judah might 
put forth to try to justify their immoral behavior or ignore the 
teachings of God. Both nations suffercd from what it 
commonly referred to today as the “election syndrome. In 
other words, the two nations assumed that their dishonorabie 
behavior did not negate their standing bcfore God. 


This kind of reasoning is somewhat on par with the 
reasoning of many Christians today who advance the notion 
that since salvation is “once for all,” then God will overlook 
disobedience. Amos says “no” to such foolish thinking. For 
Amos, one could not reject God’s ethical standards without 
impunity. Amos ts saying that when you act in such a way to 
dishonor God, you can depend on God to take action against 
such atrocities. How did Amos go abeut driving home their 
misconceptions over the so-called “election syndrome”? He 
did this through causc-and-effect argurnents. AJ] of the 
arguments were self-evident. Through the employment of 
cause-and-effect arguments, Amos was able to prepare these 
two nations for the impending tragedy that was around the 
corner for Israel (721 BC) and Judah (586 BC). In order to set 
forth the scenario of destruction, Amos proceeds to lay down 
a number of arguments in which he sets forth the effect with 
the cause behind the effect. Before he announces any further 
judgment upon the nation of Israel, he seeks to establish his 
tight and duty to prophesy by calling forth a chain-like series 
of similes drawn from life. Listen to hun as he seeks to 
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highlight his prophetic office and to iilustrate the inevitable 
consequences of God’s rejection of Jsrael and Judah: 


> Do two walk together unless they have agreed to 
do so? * Does a lion roar in the thicket when he has 
no prey? Does he growl in his den when he has 
caught nothing? * Does a bird fall into a trap on the 
ground where no snare has been set? Does a trap 
spring up from the earth when there ts nothing to 
catch? ° When a trumpet sounds in a city, do not the 
people tremble? When disaster comes to a city, has 
not the LORD caused it? ’ Surely the Sovereign 
LORD does nothing without revealing his plan to 
his servants the prophets. ® The lion has roared— 
who will not fear? The Sovereign LORD has 
spoken—who can but prophesy (Amos 3:3-8)? 


Yet again, one observes the Hebrew root y'd used by 
God is the same word as employed by Amos (3:3). One also 
notices that as Joshua explains the defeat of the northem 
kings by the children of Israel, he emptoys the same root verb 
yaad in his description of the kings joining forces against 
[srael: 


They came out with ail their troops and a large 
number of horses and chariots—a huge army, as 
numerous as the sand on the seashore. All these 
kings joined (7D°_ fy@'ad@]) forces and made camp 
together at the Waters of Merom, to fight against 
Israel (Joshua 1!:4-5). 


These kings assembled by appointment. Thomas 
Finley, author of an exegetical commentary on Amos, 
reminds his readers that the Targum (Aramaic version of the 
Old Testament) renders the verb 193 (nd‘ad) in Amos 3:3 
with the following translation: “unless they have made an 
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appointment to mect  together.”'’ Another — scholar, 


McComiskey makes the following succinct observation of the 
verb “walk”: 


The first question (v.3) asks whether two can walk 
together if they have not agreed to do so. The word 
“walk” is in the imperfect tense in Hebrew, 
denoting incompleted action. The question Is, Is it 
customary for two to walk together without 
agreeing to do so? Certainly two people walking 
side by side would not be doing so only by sheer 
coincidence. '” 


P.@.Box 20274, Montgomery, Alabama 36120 
Email: dburdette2(@charter.net 
Web Site: www. freedominchrist.net 
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By Arnold Hardin 
A new year has dawned. Doors ot opportunity will 
open and close. We will either walk through the doors or else 
squander the opportunities. Perception isn’t easy, it seems, as 
hindsight is far more accurate than foresight. Spiritually 
doors for growth will open (though having been ajar) for 
those that will remove their religious blinders and see. 
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* Thomas J. Finley, Joel, Amos, Obadiah, The Wycliffe 
Exegetical Commentary (Chicago: Moody Press, 1990), 182. 


- Thomas Edward McComiskey, Amos, The Expositor's Bible 
Commentary, volume 7, ed., Frank E. Gaebelein (Grand Rapids: 
Zondervan, 1985), 298. 
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Paul, after his first missionary journey, returned to 
Antioch and rehearsed to the church, "all that God has done 
with them, and how he had opened the door of faith unto the 
Gentiles" (Acts 14:27). They rejoiced but not all. The "door 
of faith" signified that Gentiles were being saved without the 
law of Moses. These “law preachers" came to Antioch 
demanding that "except you be circumcised after the manner 
of Moses, you cannot be saved" (Acts 15:1). This 
necessitated the first real debate between Paul and the law 
preachers. The matter was not settled and a committee was 
sent to Jerusalem. Immediately they were opposed by the 
legalistic Pharisees (Acts 15:5). 


There was much disputing and not until the law 
advocates heard Peter agreeing with Paul that the uproar was 
silenced. They surely must been shocked to hear Peter speak 
out in defense of the "door of faith;” rather than the "door of 
law/works." This conferénce should have settled the matter 
for all time but it did not. Paul had to fight this battle 
everywhere he went, even with Peter, in the region of Galatia. 
Galatians is his monument to this struggle. Two thousand 
years this side of that ancient struggle we are still having to 
fight against the "law party” in our fellowship. 


As we face this New Year let us pause and take a good 
look again at this God-given "door of faith." God is saying io 
us that the journey is lost before beginning if we dare refuse 
to go through this door. 


Paul used the word law 108 times. Sixty-seven are in 
Romans and twenty-nine in Galatians. The majority of 
appearances occur in the letters which are_ especially 
concerned with the relationship between God and man. Paul 
was determined to show the advent of the time when "all is of 
grace and grace is for all." And so as one walks through the 
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"door of faith" we must obscrve there are things so 
incompatible and exclusive that they cannot exist together. 


The "door of faith" reveals that the law is an entity. 
One becomes a lawbreaker by breaking any part of it (Gal. 
3:10; Js. 2:10-!1). Once any part of it is broken the only 
remedy is found in the grace of God. Law and grace cannot 
exist together as justifying principles (Gal. 2:21). 
Dependence upon law righteousness is to rely upon man's 
own achievement (Phil. 3:9). to rely upon man’s own 
achievement (Phil. 3:9). Salvation is a gift (Rom. 6:23; Eph. 
2:8). Thus it is impossible at one and the same time to earn 
something and to accept it as a free gift. We cannot merit 
something and yet it be given out of the unmerited gift of 
God's grace. The principle of human achievement and divine 
grace cannot be mixed. 


Law and faith cannot be mixed. Faith ts taking God at 
his word; law is putting our trust in our own performance 
(Gal. 3:8). Law perception ts that what you earn is due to you 
as a right; but faith abandons achievement and admits that "J 
am jusi an old sinner saved by grace" (Rom. 4:8). 


Law and promise cannot exist together. God has 
frecly promised us his love and yet we think of ourselves as 
under Jegal obligation to earn that love. Works of law (any 
law God could give, Gal. 3:21). are based on a contrary 
principle, that is on human activity. It is not based on 
promise. We arc the children of promise” (Gal. 4:28). 


What the docs the law do? It defines sin (Rom. 3:20). 
Through the law comes the knowledge of sin. In a double 
sense the law creates sin. Paul says the law was added 
because of transgression (Gal. 3:19). The NEB says "It was 
added to make wrong-doing a legal offense. Each new law 
crcates a new Sin. 
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There 1s stil] a more serious way in which the law 
creates sin. The prohibition of law becomes a stimulus to sin 
(Rom.7). Law working through the flesh enslaves all of us. 
Our only safety is to flee to the city of refirge — the Lord our 
righteousness (1 Cor. 1:30; 2 Cor. 5:21) 


2722 McCutcheon, Dallas, Texas 75227 





Texas 

Read last Ensign this moming. Boy! What a good 
issue. I really think your article was outstanding. It is nearly 
impossible for religionists to get themselves out of the picture 
when considering justification (salvation), yet you nearly did 
this. Carl K. could get free of personal achievement in 
_ justification except for one stumbling block--man had one 
commandment to obey in order to "obtain" justification-- 
baptism. A lot in the Churches of Christ has come this far. It 
seems those raised in this tradition just can't let God do 
everything. Some noble accomplishment must be ascribed to 
human beings. Email: jedele@ktc.com 
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Alabama 

Jt has been with tremendous joy that I have read the 
recent series of articles on the orthodox position of 
justification, Because of my training (upbringing) in the 
culture of man-centered decision-making way of salvation my 
soul was deprived of the great benefits of KNOWING that it 
was HIS merit (and His ALONE) that was imputed on my 
behalf that was the foundation of a right standing with the 
Father. What a marvelous joy it is to watch the hand of our 
God work in so many circles to bring about His own glory. | 
have shared these articles with many in my circle and desire 
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to let you know that there are many praying for the Lord to 
bless these endeavors to magnify His name in a_ true 
understanding of “righteousness with God" 
.Email: timyarbrcugh@aol.com 
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Missourt 
f just received ENSIGN and enjoyed most of the 
articles. You are doing a good work, and it is appreciated by 
those who have received the love of the truth. Your 
steadfastness in dealing with pivotal matters, and the basis for 
our salvation, ts refreshing. Email: GivenB@aol.com 


Texas 

I surcly am enjoying reading Ensign and appreciate all the 
good articles you are writing about restructuring the church. | 
am with you on this 100% if that is possible. The C of C gets 
too little teaching of this nature. We mostly get pap and a 
small amount of legalistic “Church of Christism” mixed in 
with it. We certainly have a thing about having to be right on 
all subjects! J guess we think we are not 100% right on every 
single doctrine, then we'll go to Hell hen the time comes for 
God to tudge us all! Grace doesn't count much with us, I'm 
afraid. Keep up the good work and may our Gracious Father 
bless you richly in so doing! Email: joeman@computron.net 
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Massachusetts : 
I must tell you I have enjoyed your articles on Restructuring 
the Church a great deal. Kcep up the good work. Perhaps you 
would consider printing a small booklet on the subject when 
the series is complete. R. 7. Johnson, 82 N. St, Apt. #5, 
Dalton, MA 01226 | 
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Editor's Note 
I fully intend to put the series in booklet form. 
In fact | had gone so far as to put the mss in the hands of the 
printer. But I became ill and had to go to the hospital — which 
put the whole thing on hold. [ still intend to put it in booklet 
form when finances permit. 





Did God Send Us A Message? 

We have been told that the tragedy of September |1 was a 
wakeup call from God. Someone surely had in mind the 
immorality of our nation and the objective to remove all 
traces of religion from our society. | can't vouch for what 
God may have done (if he intended to speak to us at all). But 
one thing we do know; that is if he truly intended to send us a 
wakeup call, it didn't work. We're still asleep — or we're 
awake and don't believe it or don't care. Are we mocking 
God? "Do not be deceived; God is not mocked, for whatever 
a man sows, that shall he also reap" (Gal. 6:7). If this is truly 
a message from God, then we haven’t heard the last of it. It is 
interesting to note that although Nineveh did not know 
Jehovah God, yet she repented at the preaching of Jonah. We 
can surely say that in THAT day, it will be better off for the 
Ninevites than for the people of Jesus' time who did not 
repent; "...when he began to upbraid the cities where most of 
his mighty works had been done, because they did not repent. 
'Woe to you, Chorazin! Woe to you, Bethsajda! For if the 
mighty works done in you had been done in Tyre and Sidon 
they would have repented long ago in sackcloth and ashes.” 
(Mat. 11:20-22). What does this do for those who know 
better? 
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ORDINANCES 





By R. L. Kilpatrick 


If I have run this article before under the above caption, I'll 
have to say my memory is failing me. But I don't believe it 
would hurt anyone to read it twice. 


At any rate we are nearing the end of the "Restructuring the 
Church" series — not that there no other biblical subjects to 
cover. We fall short in so many ways. For example, have 
you washed any of the saint's feet lately. Jesus did. “I give 
you an example now you go and do likewise” (or words to 
that affect). We don't do it because it is not one of the 
commands we choose to obey. J haven't noticed many of the 
brethren greeting one another with a Holy Kiss. But first 
century Christians did. Apparently this one is outdated. Have 
you visited anyone in prison lately? Ever? Jesus said if you 
do it unto one of the least of these my brethren you do it unto © 
me. (Read Matthew 25). 


THE CALVARY EXODUS 


The Calvary Exodus is the gospel. It is something that cannot 
be reenacted. It will never be repeated because God has 
accomplished all that He intended by the Cross event. Now 
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we need only to "call upon the name of the Lord" to be saved. 
The cross is to be remembered, brought to mind, rehearsed in 
the Lord's Supper ordinance. Through this ordinance, like the 
Israelites of old, we are kept safe, guarded, watched over by 
the principle found in repetition. The Lord's Supper is our 
seal and sign of the covenant, our pledge of allegiance to our 
Lord and his pledge of "oneness" with his covenant body, the 
saved. "Do this in remembrance of me” contains a principle 
that affects our whole lives, for we are living rehearsals of the 
gospel. All events of out lives are living memorials of the 
gospel. They are the sacraments (sacred events) through 
which "grace" 1s imparted. 


There is a true sense in which Christian graces are inftised 
into the being of those who practice (remember) the gospel. 
Unlike Catholic teaching, there is no mysterious transfer of 
divine attributes in rehearsal. {t is not something that comes 
to us external of the thing remembered. The "grace" that is 
infused is inherent in the principle previously stated. By 
allowing the mind to dwell upon things that are "good" 
(which can only be of Christ), we "grow" more and more like 
Him in our life of Sanctification. We are not sanctified to 
become holy by remembrance because sanctification is a 
growth process. We grow more holy (become more 
sanctified) by rehearsing the gospel. The more we grow in 
holiness the more we are sanctified. Sanctification can only 
come through holiness. This is the kind of righteousness that 
comes through good works. 


SYMBOLISM OF THE ORDINANCES 
The Lord's Supper is symbolic. It is a "sign." It is not real 
but a means of pointing us to the real, the cruciftxion of 
Christ and his Resurrection. It is not the nature of a sign to 
point to itself, but must point away from itself to that which is 
symbolized, the "reality." Therefore the Catholic doctrine of 
transubstantiation does not meet the requirement of a sign or 
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of symbolgy because it points to the "changed substance” of 
the Lord’s Supper itself as the Reality. 


ORDINANCES OF THE OLD TESTAMENT 


The Old Testament ordinances contained the same purpose as 
the New Testament ordinances. They were reminders of the 
great deed performed by God on their behalf: Their 
rehearsals had the same value as the New. The Israelites were 
kept safe as long as they remembered God and what He had 
done for them. The following lessons are incomplete but they 
are sufficient to prove the point. 


The Rock of Ages 

On the way to Mount Sinai the desert travelers 
complained to Moses about the lack of water. God 
commanded Moses to "strike" the rock for water (Ex. 17:6). 
This 1s an obvious reference to Christ our Rock of Ages who, 
even though smitten continued to give forth the hfe-giving 
substance. 

Later in a similar case, God told Moses to "speak" to 
the rock. But he struck the rock as before and here he 
committed his worst sin (Num. 20:11). Moses sinned because 
he did not sanctify God in the eyes of the people. He violated 
the greatest of all biblical "Types," giving God the credit for 
performing the miracle. Even though God was betrayed when 
Moses struck the Rock of Ages, he continued to bless his 
chosen people (Rom. 11:28-29). 

Nadab and Abihu. A similar lesson is taught in the case of 
Aaron's two priestly sons. Their offering of "strange fire” 
also violated a meaningful “type.” On the day that the 
tabernacle was inaugurated, God sent fire from heaven and lit 
the sacrificial wood on the altar. On the day of mauguration-- 
Day of Atonement-- the church was established when the 
Holy Spirit descended “like as of fire". The fire from the 
courtyard altar was to be taken into the Holy Place, symbolic 
of the church, and placed on the altar of incense. The burmng 
incense finds its antetype in the prayers of the saints rising as 
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a sweet-smelling savor to God (Rev. 8:3-4). This "strange 
fire” of Nadab and Abihu has to be coals of fire originating 
from another source other than the courtyard Altar and would 
be typical of a spirit other than the Holy Spirit. "No one can 
say ‘Jesus is Lord’ except by the Holy Spirit’." (1 Cor. 12:3). 
These two set out to do their own thing on their own 
authority. Fire from the Altar of Incense consumed them. 


You will surely see that the New Testament is taught in the 
Old Testament; or, you can learn New Testament doctrine by 
studying the types of the Old Testament. (We will have to 
continue this 1n the next issue. ) 
2710 Day Road, Huntsville, AL 325801 
Email: kilpatrick20@comcast.net 
Web Site: www.ensignfair.org 
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DAVID DECLARES IMPUTED 
RIGHTEOUSNESS 


By Given O. Blakely 


"But to him who does not work but believes on Him 
who justifies the ungodly, his faith is accounted for 
righteousness, just as David also describes the blessedness of 
the man to whom God imputes nghteousness apart from 
works: ‘Blessed are those whose lawless deeds are forgiven, 
And whose sins are covered; Blessed is the man to whom the 
LORD shall not impute sin." (Romans 4:5-8, NKJV) 


BLESSED IS THE MAN! 


The importance of being blessed cannot be overstated. 
Jacob, you will remember, refused te Set the heavenly 
messenger go until he was "blessed" by him (Gen 32:26). 
Jabez, an unknown but powerful man of God, once prayed, 
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"Oh that Thou wouldest bless me indeed, and enlarge my 
coast, and that Thine hand might be with me, and that Thou 
wouldest keep me from evil, that it may not grieve me!” It is 
written, "And God granted him that which he requested" 
(1Chron .4:10).God specializes in blessing. The creation was 
marked by blessing. "Of mankind it 1s said, "And God blessed 
them" (Gen 1:22,28; 5:2). God also "blessed the seventh day" 
(Gen 2:3). After the fall of man, we hear nothing about 
blessing until after the flood around 1,600 years later. "And 
God blessed Noah and his sons" (Gen 9:1) 


It was over two hundred years before the blessing of 
God was mentioned again. That occurred when the Lord 
called Abraham. "And I will make of thee a great nation, and 
I will bless thee, and make thy name great; and thou shalt be a 
blessing: and I wil bless them that bless thee, and curse him 
that curseth thee: and in thee shall all families of the earth be 
blessed" (Gen 12:2-3). From that time, references to the 
blessing of God were more frequent. The culmination of 
blessing is associated with the Son of God. Of Him, it is 
written, "God, having raised up his Son Jesus, sent him to 
bless you, in tuming away every one of you from his 
iniquities” (Acts 3:26). Under the admunistration of Jesus, 
Divine blessing has become the standard, and is common in 
the household of faith 


The Spirit will now place a single individual before 
us. It will not be a specific person, like Abraham, Peter, or 
Paul. YOU can be this person! Further, the reference will not 
be to a single blessing, but to a state. or condition, of 
"blessedness."” It is a situation that continues, a bright and 
refreshing ray of glory in which the person can bask. 
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WHAT DOES IT MEAN TO BE BLESSED? 


"Blessing" speaks of advantage and joyful benefit. {t 
speaks of a happy frame of mind that results from favorable 
circumstances. Blessing not only makes the person better, it 
also produces a joyful demeanor in the one being blessed. 
Solomon once said, "The blessing of the LORD, it maketh 
rich, and he addeth no sorrow with it” (Prov 10:22). That 
condition is brought to its apex in Christ Jesus 


Lest we be tempted to degenerate into fleshly 
assessments, the Spirit is very specific about the blessed 
person. It is identified as "the man to whom God imputes 
righteousness apart from works." Two conditions are 
declared. (1) First, righteousness 1s "imputed," reckoned to, or 
credited to. (2) Second, it is credited to the individual "apart 
from," or independent of, the "works" of man. 


Some people equate the ultimate blessing with health. 
When asked concerning their state, they will say, “At least | 
have my health." During his trial, Job was not able to say that 
(Job 2:7). Neither, indeed, could Paul say this at the height of 
his prodigious ministry (2 Cor 12:7-10) Timothy was not able 
to make such a confession (1 Tim 5:23). Trophimus and 
Epaphroditus could make no such boast (2 Tim 4:20; Phil 
2:25-27), nor could the mighty prophet Elisha (2 Kgs 13:14). 
We must be careful not to adopt sayings that are in conflict 
with the Word of God. 


Others see the ultimate blessing as having a good and 
godly family. Thus, they say, "Well, at least I have my 
family, and that is the important thing." Aaron could not 
make such a confession (Lev 10:1-2). Eli, who faithfully 
raised mighty Samuel, had sons described as "the sons of 
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Belial" (1 Sam 2:12). Make no mistake about this, a family 
that 1s united in the Lord 1s a blessing — but it ts not the 
ultimate blessing. 


The consummate blessing is to be received by God 
~ even though we nothing can be found in us that merits such a 
benefit. To receive the impeccable righteousness of God 
"apart from works," equips one for life, and prepares one for 
judgment. It is a blessed state indeed! 


This is the blessedness of which David spoke when he 
confessed, "He brought me up also out of an horrible pit, out 
of the miry clay, and set my feet upon a rock, and established 
my goings” (Psa 40:2). It is what drove Paul to acknowledge, 
"And I thank Christ Jesus our Lord, who hath enabled me, for 
that he counted me faithful, putting me into the mimstry; who 
was before a blasphemer, and a persecutor, and injurious: but 
I obtained mercy, because I did it ignorantly in unbelief" (1 
Tim 1:12-13). The knowledge of this blessedness is expressed 
by the Spirit in these words, "But ye are a chosen generation, 
a royal priesthood, an holy nation, a peculiar people; that ye 
should show forth the praises of him who hath called you out 
of darkness into his marvelous light: which in time past were 
not a people, but are now the people of God: which had not 
obtained mercy, but now have obtained mercy" (1 Pet 2:9- 
10). | 


No form of religion is safe that allows a person to forget “the 
rock whence ye are hewn, and to the hole of the pit whence ye 
are digged" (Isa 51:1). As soon as the heart becomes 
insensitive to justification, or the imparting of righteousness 
apart from works, a gigantic door 1s opened for the wicked 
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one. Under such a circumstance, the heart is easily diverted, 
commandments become burdensome, and heaven seems far 
away. 


I am concemed about the growing absence of songs of 
thanksgiving about being accepted by God. I have long been 
discontent with the lack of personal testimonies in gatherings 
of believers. It is not that the absence of such things are to be 
viewed as sin. No person should attempt to correct such a 
situation by some form of legislation, or weighing down the 
people with heavy burdens. The flack of heartfelt expressions 
betrays a condition for which God has provided a remedy. 
When once the "blessedness" of receiving the righteousness 
of God registers upon the human spirit, it at once stimulates 
the heart. The stammering tongue is enabled to speak, and the 
lame can then leap as a versatile deer (tsa 32:4; 35:6). The 
one who js_ so_ blessed, himself becomes a_ blessing. 
406 Sergeant Ave., Joplin, Missouri 64801 
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DECEIVER/ ANTICHRIST 


By Arnold Hardin 


God hates six things (Prov. 6). Three of these are: "A 
lying tongue;" "An heart that deviseth wicked imaginations;" 
"A false witness that speaks lies.". The Lord and his apostles 
dealt with these extensively. So must we. 
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First, second and third John should be studied studiously. 
Many deceivers were present constituting the Antichrist. 
Those so charged were guilty of denying that Christ had come 
in the flesh. Deity would not partake of sinfizl flesh they 
contented. They were in denial that our awesome God was 
manifested in Jesus to be one of forgiveness, one that would 
run to meet prodigals (Lk. 15), and one characterized by a 
servant's heart as he wore a towel washing feet (John 13). 
The apostles desired to see the Father, and Jesus assured them 
that they had seen the Father in him. For the "word" that 
existed in the beginning had truly become flesh and dwelt 
among men (John 1). 


The airwaves are saturated with messages with modern day 
deceivers and Antichrists. Premills speak constantly of the 
time when their imagined Antichrist will rule over the 
Nations and that the Lord will come back with his conquering 
army to murder and slay all of those under the contro! of that 
one man. Religious garbage! 


These television mercenaries are running all one another as 
they compete for the cash-fall from the ignorant they are 
deceiving. Ignorance may be bliss but they also know it is 
financially rewarding. Their evil imaginations constantly 
change as they try to outdo the others. As I wnte this early 
One momung, one on the tube has been telling about a woman 
and her husband that could not have children. 


This lady came to the service and got in line for prayer. This 
lying deceiver told her that in nine months she would give 
birth. He told her to go home and tell her husband. She later 
reported that when they did they cried and prayed together. 
Presto!—nine months and a child. 


Such lying prophets of old were stoned to death. We might 
run out of stones if such were in force today. 


90 


The Trinity Broadcasting Network is the world's largest and is 
owned by Paul and Jan Crouch. They have several telethons 
each year in which they deceive millions of ignorant people 
into giving millions of dollars by which they can buy more 
stations. One of the cruelest of all gimmicks used is now also 
popular with other preachers as they spew forth lies. 


That 1s, if you will send in your pledge of a specified amount 
you will receive miracle after miracle. When you call in with 
your pledge, they want you to list all of your debts. They 
then take your debt list and bum on the altar during a debt 
buming ceremony. God will then cancel those debts and give 
you financial security. If you need a job just send in your 
pledge and you will be swamped with offers. If your spouse 
can't stand you anymore just send in your money and presto, 
you will think you have died and gone to heaven! —where are 
the rocks!? 


God despises deceivers. Robber's of one's money is criminal 
but to rob men spiritually is even more so. God will not 
forget. Legalism that is so entrenched in our fellowship today 
is evil deception personified. A paralyzed man was brought 
to Jesus and everyone expected a physical healing. Instead, 
Jesus said, "Your sins are forgiven.” Why, anyone knows that 
only God can forgive sins," they murmured. They wanted 
Jesus to give the man a new body so he could walk. Jesus 
gave grace so that he might live. Which is easier for Christ to 
do? Heal the body of his soul. A simple command brought 
physical healing; to forgive his sins it took the blood of Jesus 
Christ. 


The blinding nature of legalism — an emphasis upon ourselves 
rather than upon Christ — was recently observed. One recent 
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Sunday morning I visiting with four visitors and immediately 
one of the ladies asked me what I thought of Max Lucado. I 
had not read the bulletin for that Sunday in which, she had 
noticed, were some material by Max. Before I could answer 
her inquiry she proceeded to tell me of the many errors 
Lucado is guilty of teaching. 


The services had begun and I had to be seated. My sermon 
was not suited to their traditional tastes I'm sure, and upon our 
being dismissed they beat everyone to the door thus leaving 
without meeting anyone. The delusion of the Jews, that they 
might be saved by works of law, led the Rabbis to laboriously 
work out a system of six hundred and thirteen precepts, things 
one must do, in order to be saved. This spiritual blindness 
rendered the Jews fanatical and produced within them a spirit 
of intolerance. The foundation of their persecutions of 
Christians was thus laid. 


It is characteristic of those, even today, who hold to salvation 
by works of law as they are seen to be most zealous and at the 
Same time the most tolerant of religionists. Legalism blinds 
one to the basic fundamental truth about God; His being one 
of mercy, love and forgiveness. Mark 16:15-16 is known by 
all brethren, but Ephesians 2:8-1] is virtually unknown. {In 
the words of a famous song — "I'm just an ole sinner saved by 
grace.” Oh no, that sounds too much like Lucado. Beloved it 
sounds a whole lot like Paul. Saved by grace! Give God ail 
the credit for there is none in our faith, repentance and 
baptism though necessary in accepting God's unmerited favor. 
God be praised and faithfully served. 


2722 McCutcheon, Dallas, Texas 75227 
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THE CORPORATE ASSEMBLY - 
ESSENTIAL OR NOT? 





SSeS 


By Neal Griffin 





It is a fact that most splits within the Stone-Campbell 
movement were prompted by what should or should not be 
done during the corporate assembly. By "corporate assembly” 
I am referring to the Sunday worship service as it is currently 
observed by all denominated religious organizations of the 
Stone-Campbe!l movement. 


The question before us is whether or not there is a 
required "corporate worship service" for the new covenant 
sons of God. Jesus contrasted, tn John 4:23, new covenant 
worship with the time and place ortented worship of the old 
covenant. By way of contrast He indicated that new 
covenant worship would be in spirit and in truth and 
Paul, in Romans 12:1, clarified what that true worship should 
be. New covenant sons of God offer their bodies as living 
sacrifices which is the true worship to which Jesus referred. 
Jesus performed the essential sacrifice when He gave His life, 
and now secure in that fact, we should present our bodies as 
living sacrifices. New covenant worship is not expressed by 
the performance of rituals whether in a "corporate worship 
service" or otherwise. 


Today's pattern keepers, sincere as they may be, 
adamantly impose assembly requirements on their followers. 
"Forsake not the assembling", is twisted to mean, "forsake not 
the corporate worship service". They pick and pull certain 
passages and try to enforce them as essential to proper new 
covenant law keeping as if the new covenant were a new legal 
system that took the place of the old legal system. Oddly 
enough, in this confused approach old covenant patterns of 
worship are imposed on new covenant worshipers. The lofty 
cathedral sanctuary replaces the tabernacle, the elevated 
pulpit replaces the altar, and the priest ts replaced by the 
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dandily attired paid pulpit minister. Where is the difference 
that Jeremiah and Jesus prophesied? There should be a 
contrast, but the corporate worship services of our day are 
both time and place oriented. Jesus said that the time now is 
when men will not worship in Jerusalem nor in yonder hill. 
Today's worship services are as foreign to the new covenant 
wtitings as infant baptism, yet the very ones who protest the 
loudest against infant baptism are the very ones who wrest the 
Scriptures to prove that "corporate worship services” are 
essential elements of the new covenant. The current notion 
that it is required of new covenant worshipers to conduct a 
“called to order" type assembly is a product of mans 
imagination. The idea that such assemblies should feature the 
performance of certain rituals is a myth successfully pushed 
off on many sincere seekers. Many there are who actually 
believe that the performance of such rituals is essential to 
salvation. 


It is not my intention to bring a railing accusation 
against those who participate in such assemblies nor to claim 
that such participation is sinful. It is a Scriptural fact that God 
accepts worship from true hearts whether it is commanded or 
not. The point I am trying to make is that such assemblies are 
not “essential” requirements of the new covenant sons of God. 
The gatherings in I'st Corinthians certainly were not the 
"called to order" type worship services to which the heirs of 
the Stone-Campbell movement are accustomed. It is not 
necessary to have such an orchestrated assembly in order to 
sing songs, hymns, and Spiritual songs. There is nothing in 
Ephesians 5:19 to remotely suggest that a formal, orchestrated 
worship service is where the singing is to take place. It is not 
necessary to have such formal assemblies in order to build 
one another up to love and good works. There is nothing in 
the context of Hebrews 10:21-25 to indicate that a formalized 
worship service is under _ consideration. Denominated 
religious organizations of the Stone-Campbell movement find 
it necessary to convince their converts that attendance in their 
assemblies is tantamount to being faithful. This is easy to 
understand since it 1s at such assemblies where the collection 
plate is passed. 


It is a fact that some such denominated religious 
organizations impose the passing of the plate as one of the 


94 


five essential rituals of new covenant worship in spirit and in 
truth. This is probably the best current example of teaching 
for doctrine the commandments of men. This is probably 
about as close to blasphemy that a denominated religious 
organization can get without shaking its fist at God. 


There is no greater commonality than to be united in 
the blood of Jesus. Sons of God are built up by assembling 
together but there is nothing in Scripture to indicate that this 
assembling should be in response to law. There is nothing to 
indicate that such assemblies are to be of the "called to order” 
type and essential. It is most probable that the first gatherings 
of saints did not involve the starchy atmosphere of today's 
worship services. 


It is doubtful that those attendees had to look at the 
backs of others. As a matter of fact, it is doubtful that they 
met in cathedrals, listened to paid pulpit miaisters from 
elevated pulpits, and passed the plate at every gathering. It is 
not once recorded that the first saints ever met for the 
purpose of conducting a worship service, especially as we 
understand the term, "worship service", today. 

10514 Bar X Trail, Helotes, Texas 78023 
Email: ngnfhn!2@aol.com 
Web Site: http://www. geocities.comvheartland/blufts/4255 
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WALKING TOGETHER: Amos 3:3 


UNIQUE INTERPRETATION AMONG SOME 
CHURCHES OF CHRIST (Part 5) 





By Dr. Dallas Burdette 


When one reviews the various “party” journals within 
the Churches of Christ, one quickly becomes cogaizant that 
one must learn to reevaluate and reinterpret the traditions 
banded down to the Christian community. Today, each 
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distinct group (approximately twenty-five) within the 
Churches of Christ maintains that its beliefs constitutes the 
“doctrine of Christ,” that 1s to say, the distinctive teaching of 
Christ about the specifics in a so-called worship service and 
organizational structure of the church. Thus, according to 
each faction, to disagree with its own particular interpretation 
iS tantamount to disagreeing with the Word of God itself. In 
this basic assumption, many identify what has been handed 
down through the centuries as synonymous with the 
Scriptures. 


In other words, one’s interpretation and the Word of 
God are on par with each other. In examining the traditional 
interpretation of Amos 3:3, one must not confuse a tradition 
from the forefathers with the text itself. Subconsciously, 
equally godly men substitute their interpretation(s) with Holy 
Scripture, not deliberately, but, nevertheless, this 
methodology of handling the Scriptures is the same. Many 
Christians today are so used to reading the Scriptures as they 
have been taught by generations of interpreters that it 1s 
difficult not to substitute the traditions for the Word of God 
itself. The traditions of the church make it difficult, if not 
impossible, for many sincere believers to read the Word of 
God accurately. One may think that he/she has found a text 
(Amos 3:3) that gives credence for a narrow concept of 
fellowship, but when one applies Amos 3:3 for this purpose, 
then that person is reading into the text his/her own 
interpretation; in other words, he/she is reading into the text 
one’s Own presuppositions, one’s own prejudices, one’s own 
likes and dislikes, and so on. One ceases to interpret the text 
by foisting upon the particular passage his/her brand of 
orthodoxy. To make the text mean something that the text 
does not mean is to abuse the text.' 


' See Gordon D. Fee & Douglas Stuart, How to Read the Bible 
For All Its Worth: A Guide to Understanding the Bible (Grand Rapids: 
Academie Books, 1982), 22. This book is extremely important in 
assisting one in the proper methods of correct interpretation of the Bible. 
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Once an individual equates his/her interpretation with 
the Word itself, then these traditions are forced upon other 
believers under the threat of excommunication. The practices 
of the various denominational Churches of Christ have made 
it almost impossible for Christians to read the Word of God 
without spectacles. Many editors, elders, and preachers have 
difficulty hearing God accurately because of their heritage. 
On the other hand, there are many editors, elders, and 
preachers that seek to hear the writings of God, but many of 
these men also come under the scrutiny of the powerful. 
Today, one dares not question the interpretation of many 
editors, elders, or preachers without fear of retaliation. This 
philosophy is not isolated to one particular faction, or 
division, within the Churches of Christ. For one to question 
the status quo is to question the validity of Scripture.” 


A casual look at the various journals reveal subjective 
distortions of Amos 3:3. Christians continue to cite this 
Scripture to justify separation within God’s family. If one 
takes the traditional view of this passage, then the question 
that concerns every believer is: Are there any exceptions to 
the general rule enunciated by many writers in their 
application of this passage? One frequently observes 
Christians walking together in spite of differences within their 
own fellowship. Even though many divisions within the 
Churches of Christ utize this Scripture, nevertheless, one 
immediately discovers that none apply this principle in an 
absolute sense. Just how does one harmonize his theory of 
fellowship with the words of Amos? Again, one must ask the 


* For a more detailed study of this philosophy, see Dallas 
Burdette, “We Speak Where The Scriptures Speak: A Historical 
Investigation of Thomas Cambell’s Famous Motto [ON-LINE]. Available 
from http://www.freedominchrist.net [accessed 1 November 2001], 
located under caption SERMONS AND ESSAYS and then under 
HERMENEUTICS. 
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following question: Is the intent of this passage (Amos 3:3) to 
teach that there must be perfect agreement before walking 
unitedly? Can individuals walk together without unanimity of 
agreement? Do Christians violate the unanimity of agreement 
when they do not always agree on every interpretation of 
Scripture? Or do individuals resist this Scripture when they 
disagree with others in so-called secular matters? For 
instance, do husbands and wives walk together, even when 
they disagree? Can Christians walk together when they do not 
see every Scripture “eye to eye?” 


The answer is a resounding “yes.” Just a cursory 
glance at the writings of Paul explodes the traditional 
interpretation of Amos 3:3. An analysis of Romans 14 and 
15, along with | Corinthians 8, reveals that Christians are 
encouraged to work together in spite of differences in many 
theological areas. 


Welcome those who are weak in faith, but not for 
the purpose of quarreling over opinions (Romans 
14:1). 


Those who eat must not despise those who abstain, 
and those who abstain must not pass judgment on 
those who eat; for God has welcomed them (14:3). 


Who are you to pass judgment on servants of 
another? It is before their own lord that they stand 
or fall. And they will be upheld, for the Lord is able 
to make them stand (14:4). 


Some judge one day to be better than another, 
while others judge all days to be alike. Let all be 
fully convinced in their own minds (14:5). 


Why do you pass judgment on your brother or 
sister? Or you, why do you despise your brother or 
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sister? For we will all stand before the judgment 
seat of God (14:10). 


We who are strong ought to put up with the failings 
of the weak, and not to please ourselves. * Each of 
us must please our neighbor for the good purpose 
of building up the neighbor. * For Christ did not 
please himself (15: 1-2). 


May the God of steadfastness and encouragement 
‘grant you to live in harmony with one another, in 
accordance with Christ Jesus, °so that together you 
may with one voice glorify the God and Father of 
our Lord Jesus Christ (15:5-6). 


Now conceming food sacrificed to idols: we know 
that “all of us possess knowledge.” Knowledge 
puffs up, but love builds up. 7 Anyone who claims 
to know something does not yet have the necessary 
knowledge; ° but anyone who loves God is known 
by him (1 Corinthians 8: 1-3). 
Hence, as to the eating of food offered to idols, we 
know that “no idol tn the world really exists,” and 
that “there is no God but one.” ° Indeed, even 
though there may be so-called gods in heaven or on 
earth—as in fact there are many gods and many 
lords— ° yet for us there is one God, the Father, 
from whom are all things and for whom we exist, 
and one Lord, Jesus Christ, through whom are all 
things and through whom we exist (8:4-6). 
It is not everyone, however, who has this 
knowledge. Since some have become _ so 
accustomed to idols until now, they still think of 
the food they eat as food offered to an idol 
P. O. Box 20274, Montgomery, AL 36120 
Email: dburdette2 1@charter.net 
Web Site: www.freedominchrist.net 
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RESTRUCTURING THE CHURCH | 


BIBLICAL ORDINANCES, 
PATTERNS AND ETHICS 





By R. L. Kilpatrick 


The Old Testament is the real book of "patterns," the 
"shadow of things to come" (Col. 2:17; Heb. 10:1). Because 
the teachings of the Kingdom of Heaven are spiritual, and 
therefore difficult for many to grasp, spiritual lessons must 
have a point of reference, or a backdrop so as to provided 
spiritual visibility. Jesus overcame this teaching problem by 
using parables (parallels) which gave form to those 
"unknowns." The external "known" is the point of reference. 
Today we use “examples” to accomplish the same purpose. 
In his book titled, "The Pattern of Redemptive History," 
Robert Brinsmead said, 


If the New Testament gives a picture of God in the face of 
Jesus Christ, then we must not forget that the Old Testament 
provides the framework or setting for the picture. This 
framework is tremendously important. The gospel cannot be 
understood without a framework. A person with Slides on his 
latest trip to Africa cannot show an intelligible picture by 
projecting it in midair. He must have a backdrop, a screen. . 
.. The gospel is spiritual, but it must be expressed in visible 
form. Just as God designed the human body as the form for 
expression of the soul, so he designed the form through which 
he would express the gospel of his grace. That form was the 
Old Testament background! 
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He goes on to point out that the theology of the Old 
Testament is a theology of history, and that the failure to 
study the OT with this in mind is the major cause of 
theological systems, 1. e., mysticism, rationalism, pietism, etc. 
"These systems have developed because the human mind 
cannot hold spiritua! truths apart from form." The OT is the 
book that provides this "form." This means that if the gospel 
is to be understood we must find its form, its backdrop in the 
OT. 


Students of the Old Testament are amazed to discover 
that God has gone to such great lengths to set forth the 
gospel's form in this ancient book. Everywhere, especially in 
the Pentateuch, there are myriad’s of types showing Christ's 
death, burial and resurrection -- the gospel. Jesus Himself 
said... "everything written about me in the law of Moses and 
the prophets and the psalms must be fulfilled” (Luke 23:44). 
Someone has observed that the Law of Moses describe the 
Person_of Christ, the Psalms reveal His Suffering and the 
prophets proclaim His Vietory over death. This is the gospel 
in type in the Old Testament. The OT is the stage upon which 
the redemptive drama is "pre"-formed. It is essential that the 
Christian system be seen against this kind of background. 


The greatest lesson in the OT on the true meaning of 
gospel is seen in the Exodus. In fact, Exodus is the very heart 
of the OT. "Exodus dominates the skyline of the OT history. 
It towers over the consciousness of Israel for all time to come. 
All fiuture history is understood in light of that event. The 


deliverance becomes the pattern for all future deliverances." | 


All past biblical “exodus” events point to that one 
great and final exodus, the cross of Calvary, our exodus from 


Itbid., 20. 
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the world of sin and into the safety of the Kingdom of 
Heaven. 


The OT reveals to us six historical exodus events with 
the seventh (the covenant number) occurring at Calvary, 1. e., 
Creation, Flood, Chaldean, Egyptian. Wildermess. Babylon, 
and the seventh, Calvary. 


1. The creation was "called out" of darkness and 
chaos, and a covenant was made. 

2. Noah and his family were "called out" of a world 
ridden with evil, and a covenant was made. 

3. Abraham was "called out" of idolatrous Chaldea 
and a covenant was made. 

4. Through Moses the Israelites were "called out" of 
Egypt, and a covenant was made at Mount Sinai. 

5. Through Joshua the weary Israelites were "called 
out” of the hardships of the wildemess into the land of 
Canaan to live according to the covenant made at Sinai. 

6. A remnant of Israel was "called out" of Babylonian 
Captivity to return to Jerusalem to restore the temple and to 
set the stage for the seventh and final exodus in which a "new 
covenant" would be made (Jer, 31:31-33; Heb. 8:8-12). 


In all exodus events, a calamitous, chaotic, or 
suffering condition prevailed upon the earth, or upon a 
people, that necessitated a deliverance. In the Genesis 
creation, the desolate world .was "without form and void" -- 
and according to some scholars the waste and emptiness of 
the world may have been brought on by some prehistorical 
calamity described in Jeremiah 4:23-28 (please read it). 


In Noah's time the world was overrun with evil. Idol 
worship prevailed in Abraham's world. Slavery dominated 
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the Israelites in the days of Moses, and hardships dogged the 
footsteps of the wandering Israelites before entering the "land 
of milk and honey.” In the days of the prophets, [srael 
became proud, arrogant, stubbom and rebellious against God 
and were taken to a foreign land as slaves to serve 70 years in 
captivity. All exodus examples bear the same essential 
features that testifies to the purpose of the exodus - a relief 
from suffering and a restoration. 


The thing that is identical in all the events is that God 
hears the cries of His suffering people and takes action to 
deliver by sending, or raising up, a deliverer for that expreess 
purpose. Adam (a type of Christ, Rom. 5:14) was head and 
representative of mankind in the first creation. Neah (a type 
of Christ, whose name means "rest") led his family into the 
safety of the ark. Abraham (more of a type of God Himself) 
gave his only legitumate son (Isaac, whose birth was a 
miracle, a type of Christ) and in a figure received him as from 
the dead. Moses (a type of Christ, leader and lawgiver) 
typifies the Mediator of the new covenant in the seventh 
exodus whose “word went forth from Jerusalem" (Isa. 2:3). 
Joshua (a type of Christ, the "captain of our salvation” Heb. 
2:10) led the children of Israel in that final march across the 
Jordan into the land of Canaan. Then Zerubbabel (an 
ancestor of Jesus) led a remnant back to Jerusalem to rebuild 
and restore the temple and to "cleanse the sanctuary." 


THE SACRED NUMBER THREE 

The interim between these exodus events sets forth the 
Deliverer in an abundance of types, shadows, figures and 
allegories. In many cases He is typified in triplicate, the 
sacred number three that symbolizes "divine perfection." 
Note some of these "threes." In the beginning there was God, 
Word, Holy Spirit. In Eden there was Adam, Eve, Satan; 
three tress, Tree of Life, Tree of knowledge of Good and Evil, 
and the Tree for Food. Three factors that brought on sin: lust 
of the flesh, lust of the eye, and the pride of life. Three ages: 
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Patriarchal, Mosaic, Christian. Three Old Testament 
dispensations: Antediluvian, Patriarchal, and Mosaic. These 
are only a few of the sacred number threes (study the threes in 
the tabernacle). 


In Eden the Savior of the world is seen in those 
animals that were slain, whose skins provided a "covering" 
(coper, Atonement). He was the Meditorial sacrifice on the 
altar East of Eden. He was Adam, head and representative of 
mankind, the Tree of Life, Enoch translated and ascended and 
Noah the preacher of righteousness. He was Melchizedek, 
both High Priest and King; Isaac the Son of Promise (and in a 
shadow his three- day journey to the mountain of sacrifice a 
type of the resurrection in that he was received "as from the 
dead”). He was Joseph who was sent into a far country to 
find bis brothers. He was mistreatred by them, thrown into a 
pit (grave?) but later raised to save his people. He was God's 
Son "called out of Egypt." He was Moses, raised up to 
confront Pharoah (Satan?). He was the Lamb "slain between 
the evenings (between twelve noon and sundown, 1. e., three 
P.M. (Cf. Hebrew rendering of Exodus 12:6), whose applied 
blood protected Israel from the death angel. 


In the three stops between Rameses and the Red Sea 
we see in a shadow the burial of our Lord (three days in the 
heart of the earth) and his resurrection at which time Israel 
was saved (Ex. 14:30). Through faith the Israelites followed 
Moses and were "baptized into Moses in the cloud and in the 
sea" (1 Cor. 10:2). He was the "rock" that followed them, the 
cloud by day and the pillar of fire at night. He was the manna 
that fell from heaven (John 6:32-34), the water that came 
from the smitten rock. He was Aaron, the High Priest, Moses 
the lawgiver, Joshua the Captain of our Salvation. He was the 
tabernacle with all its furnishings and the veil that was rent, 
opening the way into the Holy of Holies. These are just a 
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few of the types that God used to teach us the Christian 
system. Christ is on nearly every page of the Pentateuch. 
2710 Day Road, Huntsville. Alabama 35801 
Email: kilpatrick20@comcast.net 
Web Site: www.eusignfair.org 





FAITH ACCOUNTED FOR 
RIGHTEOUSNESS 





Given O. Blakely 


“But to him who does not work but believes on Him who 
justifies the ungodly, his faith is accounted for righteousness, 
just as David also describes the blessedness of the man to 
whom God imputes righteousness apart from works: 'Blessed 
are those whose lawless deeds are forgiven, And whose sins 
are covered; Blessed is the man to whom the LORD shall not 
impute sin.” (Romans 4:5-8, NKJV) 


Other versions read, "his faith is ACCOUNTED for 
righteousness,” (NKJV), "his faith is RECKONED as 
righteousness," (NASB), “his faith is CREDITED as 
righteousness" (NIV), " his faith is PUT TO HIS ACCOUNT 
as righteousness (BBE). 


What a marvelous statement! Faith, then, is the reason for 
men being made righteous. Their works are deficient, and 
therefore cannot be the basis for them being called righteous. 
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Thus, they become righteous because they, like Abraham, 
believe God. There is not an unbeliever in all the world whom 
God considers righteous. Nor, indeed, is there a person who 
believes the record God has given of His Son (1 John 5:10- 
11) that He does not consider righteous. Simplhistically stated, 
God spells "faith," r-i-g-h-t-e-o-u-s-n-e-s-s. That is how He 
records "faith" in the books of heaven. He credits "faith" to 
the individual as the "righteousness" for which his works did 
not qualify him. 


ILLUSTRATED IN ABRAHAM 


Faith depends wholly upon the Lord. ft is Abraham knowing 
he is going to have a son through Sarah, solely because of the 
Lord. From the standpoint of being a progenitor, Abraham 
himself cannot produce a son, for "his own body is now dead" 
(Rom 4:19a). Sarah cannot bring forth a child because of "the 
deadness" of her womb — she is barren (Rom 4:19b). Yet, 
because he had faith, Abraham "staggered not at the promise 
of God through unbelief" (Rom 4:20). He believed God, even 
though His promise could not be substantiated from any 
earthly point of view. There was no historical incident that 
could confirm the promise of God. The “laws of nature" 
denied the possibility of its fulfillment. Personal experience 
stood with its hand over its mouth, unable to testify to the 
truth of what God pledged. No earthly "expert" could 
‘encourage Abraham to hope in the promise of God. The 
historian, based upon past history, would have to deny its 
possibility. The statistician would mock the promise as a vain 
and contemptible word. The physician would only laugh, 
saying the human constitution of both Abraham and Sarah 
made the word impossible. The motivational expert could 
only say it was like getting blood out of a turmmup — the 
requirement exceeded human capabilities. 


But what will faith do? It will take hold of the Word of God. 
It will see the One who made the promise as fully capable of 
bringing it to pass. Faith knows the Creator 1s greater than the 
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created, and that streams can break forth in a desert. Faith 
reasons upon the fact of God, not human capacities. 


WHAT ABOUT WORKS? 


What will "works" do? When "works" hear of a man whose 
body is "as good as dead" begetting children through a 
woman whose womb is "barren," they sit down and give up. 
"Work" knows it might as well try and fill five thousand 
hungry men, besides women and children, with five loaves 
and two fishes, as for a hundred year old impotent man to 
have a son through a ninety year old barren woman. "Work" 
knows it would be easier to command water to erupt as a 
mighty river out of a granite rock than to do such a thing. 


The trouble with those who insist men are made righteous by 
works, is that they do not realize what is required for them to 
become righteous. The guilt of their past sins must be 
removed as far them as the East is from the West (Psa 
103:12). A transaction must take place that moves God to 
remember their sins "no more” (Heb 8:12; 10:17). Their 
nature must be changed (2 Cor 3:18), they must be converted 
and become as a little child (Matt 18:2-3), be bom again 
(John 3:3-5), and become a new creation (2 Cor 5:17). Who is 
the person who can "work" those things into existence? Such 
realities simply cannot be achieved "by works." Any valid 
activity of men must be based upon a finm persuasion that 
God Himself will produce the results He requires. 


MAN'S CONDITION 


Ponder the condition of man as he stands before God. 
Through the Law, God acquainted men with a requirement 
scarcely known to professed Christians: "none shall appear 
before Me empty” (Ex 23:15). Again it is stated, "And none 
shall appear before me empty" (Ex 34:20). And again, "and 
they shall not appear before the LORD empty” (Deut 16:16). 
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This principle ts also declared in two of Christ's parables: the 
talents and the pounds. In both, there was one man who had 
nothing to offer the master. Both were called "wicked" 
servants, and were thrust from the presence of their Lord God. 


(Matt. 25:26; Lk. 19:23). 


God has also defined the very best we do apart from Him — 

the very best, not the worst. "But we are all as an unclean 
thing, and all our RIGHTEOUSNESSES are as filthy rags; 
and we all do fade as a leaf; and our iniquities, like the wind, 
have taken us away” (Isa 64:6). Just as it was true of Israel, so 
it is with every man: "I will declare thy righteousness, and thy 
works; for THEY SHALL NOT PROFIT THEE” (Isa 57:12). 
When Joshua the high priest stood before God, his priestly 
vestments were nothing more than "filthy garments” (Zech 
3:3). {t is no wonder that Paul determined to be "found in 
him, not having mine own righteousness, which ts of the law" 
(Phil. 3:9). 


It is in our interest to ponder how we will appear, and what 
we will possess, when we stand before the Lord of glory. It is 
true, “we shall all stand before the judgment seat of Christ. 
For it is written, As I live, saith the Lord, every knee shall 
bow to me, and every tongue shall confess to God. So then 
every one of us shall give account of himself to God" (Rom 
14:10-]2). At that time, God will look for righteousness — a 
righteousness that he can receive. 


Right here our text obtains a beauty that is excelled only by 
that of the Lord Himself. Admittedly, we will have no works 
of our own to present to God. We know this 1s the case, for, 
on their own, "there is none that doeth good, no, not one" 
(Rom 3:12). Without Jesus in the equation of life, there is no 
such thing as good. Even with Him in the equation, good 1s 
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defined by His presence, not by our independent effort. His 
influence makes work good.” 


Imagine standing before the Lord NOW — for how He views 
us in this world will determine how He views us in the world 
to come. Everything is "naked and opened unto the eyes of 
Him with whom we have to do” (Heb 4:13). Not only does He 
see what we possess, He also sees what we do NOT possess — 
and both are critical factors. To stand before Him having sin 
is not acceptable. To stand before Him without righteousness 
is also unacceptable. 


We have an index to what the Lord is looking for in one of 
our Lord's sayings. In His parable of the importunate widow, 
Jesus revealed the necessity of persistence in prayer. At the 
conclusion of that parable He said, "Nevertheless, when the 
Son of Man comes, will He really FIND FAITH on the 
earth?” (Lk {8:8, NKJV). That is the preeminent possession 
for which the Lord looks — FAITH. Where it ts found, God 
always acknowledges and honors it. It is unquestionable 
evidence of the reception of His grace, which is packed full of 
both faith and love (1 Tim 1:14). The great men and women 
of this world, as confirmed by the eleventh chapter of 
Hebrews, were always. distinguished by the _ faith. 
"But to him who does not work but believes on Him who 
justifies the ungodly, his fatth is accounted for righteousness, 
just as David also describes the blessedness of the man to 
whom God imputes righteousness apart from works: ‘Blessed 
are those whose lawless deeds are forgiven, And whose sins 
are covered: Blessed ts the man to whom the LORD shall not 
impute sin." (Romans 4:5-8, NKJV) 


406 S. Sergeant Ave., Joplin, Missouri 64801 


GivenB@aol.com 
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WALKING TOGETHER 
AMOS 3:3 


a ee ee ee ee ee ee ee es ee ee ee a a ee ee a a ee ee a ee ee ee ee es es ee ee ees es es ess ee eee ee ee 


By Dr.Dallas Burdette Part 6a of 6 
(Please read part 5. This is a continuation) 


For example, some do not concede that it is right for 
Christians to participate in warfare, or to participate in Bible 
colleges, or to support orphan homes from the so-called 
congregational treasury, or to employ individual communion 
cups, or to participate in the practice of Sunday school, or to 
allow remarriage for the guilty party in divorce, or to serve 
leavened bread in the Lord’s Supper, or to serve wine in the 
Lord’s Supper, and so on. Yet, in spite of all this diversity, 
many Christians still walk hand-in-hand with other Christians 
who do not concur with their particular brand of orthodoxy. 
One speedily discovers that Christians employ a pick-and- 
choose mentality. In other words, even though countless 
Christians cite Amos 3:3 to uphold their sectarian attitude 
toward some believers; nevertheless, this passage is generally 
interpreted in a relative sense; it all depends on one’s own 
concept of orthodoxy. The traditional interpretation turns on 
the mindset of the person who wants to enforce his/her 
strange interpretation of Amos 3:3.’ Yet, one also observes 
individuals who seek to circumvent their own _ initial 
interpretation. Garrett crisply articulates the inconsistencies 
advanced by each faction within the Churches of Christ: 


* For an examination on how to apply the principles of 
interpretation, see Dallas Burdette, “False Prophets in the Gospel of 
Matthew, Who Are They?” (D. Min dissertation, Erskine Theological 
Semimary, 1999), 36-63. 
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Each of our parties circumvents all this by 
demanding conformity on “the doctrinal issues,” 
meaning of course the peculiar doctrinal stance of 
that particular sect. They might differ on what 
others divide over, while others differ on what they 
divide over, but they make sure that all others line 
up on what they call the issues or else. Quoting 
Amos 3:3 of course, 


In the early sixties, a one-cup and non-Sunday school 
brother justified his separation from Christians who use 
individual cups in the communion service on the basis of 
Amos 3:3. He advanced the idea that he could not walk with 
Christians who disagreed with him concernmg these issues. 
He cited Amos 3:3 to give credence to his philosophy of 
departure from others and me. This brother (one cup and non- 
Sunday school) cited this Scripture against me when | refused 
to draw lines of fellowship over these issues. In 1996, while 
visiting his home congregation (Murphy Ave. Church of 
Christ, LaGrange, GA), J questioned him about the speaker 
(Pruitt) who held to a different position on the marriage and 
divorce question than himself. The guest speaker is known for 
his views on the divorce issue as “no exception.” On the other 
hand, the other preacher, who works full time as a minister 
for the Murphy Ave Church of Christ, holds the opposite 
position. Yet these two, according to this brother, still walk 
together. One cannot help but wonder why Amos 3:3 does not 
apply here. There is no rhyme or reason for the loose 
application many play with this text. 


Sometimes it is very difficult for Christians to see 
inconsistencies in their application of certain Scriptures. This 
preacher (my first cousin by marriage) cited Amos 3:3 to 
strengthen his claim for his actions against this author (Dallas 
Burdette) over Sunday school and individual communion 
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cups. Yet, he alludes to this passage as an absolute against 
me, but, on the other hand, he makes concession—and stil! 
makes concessions—for ‘the brother who thinks that the 
“exception” fellowship is wrong. One could cite many other 
such examples that are practiced in this weird fellowship of 
believers. One quickly finds out that this preacher will not 
absolutize this Scripture in Amos regarding all differences, 
only those departures that do not uphold the narrow-minded 
party cry of his persuasion that he deems essential for 
admission into the eternal kingdom of God. This preacher 
(first cousin by marriage) and | were both taught by the same 
godly man (E.H. Miller—his father-in-law and my uncle). 
Both of us were brought up on the same diet of misapplied 
Scriptures. It 1s impossible for anyone to maintain the 
traditional interpretation of Amos 3:3 in an unconditional 
sense. This kind of interpretation has to be taught; one cannot 
leam this from the text. This Scripture is wrenched from its 
context in order to give validity to ungodly behavior that 
violates the prayer of Jesus for umty among His disciples. 


Another example of inconsistency occurred about 
twenty-five years ago when this author sought to place 
membership with one of the local congregations in 
Montgomery, AL. This author was rejected because of his 
association with Carl Ketcherside and Leroy Garrett. In 
addition to this objection, the elders could not agree with this 
author on his position concermng the guilty party in a 
divorce, his position that elders are not rulers, and that the 
religious jeaders are not infallible interpreters of the Word of 
God. This transaction occurred on a Wednesday evening, but 
on the following Sunday, the pulpit minister cited Amos 3:3 
to uphold the elders’ position of rejection. 


Yet, this same brother could fellowship Jimmy Alien 
who held to a different view concerning the rebaptism 
controversy. But, in spite of this disagreement, he held out the 
right hand of fellowship without citing Amos 3:3. In this 
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scenario, they both walked together, although they were not 
in agreement on the rebaptism issue. In this particular case, 
the preacher who spoke against me did respond to Jimmy 
Allen with the right attitude. Again, Garrett captures the 
forbearance that is to saturate the life of every believer: 


Forbearance is a Christian virtue that was urged 
upon the primitive saints again and again, in such 
terms as “forbearing one another in love” (Eph. 
4:2), which shows that differences sometimes ran 
deep. In a congregation where conformity is the 
rule there is nothing to forbear. Besides, our 
acceptance of one another is to be ona kind of “as 
is” basis, with all our foibles and hang-ups, for that 
was the ground on which Jesus received us—even 
while we were yet sinners. And so Ro. 15:7: 
“Receive one another, therefore, as Christ has 
received you, to the glory of God.” That chapter 
begins by urging: “We who are strong ought to bear 
with the failing of the weak, and not to please 
ourselves.” The entire 14” chapter of Romans lays 
down principles whereby differences of opinion are 
to be handled in the congregation.” 


Email: dburdette2 |(@charter.net 
Website: www. freedominchnist. net 
Phone: 334-288-3 1 86 
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CHANGE 


We regret to announce (especially we who live in the South) 
that the Refreshing Waters Renewal has been changed from 
DeFuniak, FL to Crown Point, Indiana. The dates are July 16 
thru 18, 2002 (Tue. thru Thurs.) Brethren we need the 
spiritual uplift, be there. Editor, Ensign 
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PURPOSE OF 
THE LAW 


By Arnold Hardin 


The question of whether sinners are justified by grace — or 
law — or a combination of the two ts an ongoing battle 
among believers. The ultimate question must surely be — 
WHY? This question was settled almost two thousand 
years ago and yet millions are still confiised, because they 
fail to understand the clear distinction between the ministry 
of grace and the ministry of law. 


The Scriptures are crystal clear on the matter of what the 
law could and could not do. The law was never given to 
save one sinner. Not one sinner has ever been saved by the 
keeping of God’s law. And yet we hear on every hand that 
there must be a “God’s part” and a “man’s part” in the 
formula of salvation. This legalistic delusion was 
unmasked down through the centuries and yet brethren still 
refuse to take off their religious blinders and accept God’s 
only means of salvation — “For you are saved by grace 
through faith, not of yourselves, it is the gift of God, not of 
works. . .” (Eph. 2:8-1!1). 


“Not of works”? Works or obedience to law is meant. 
This was the ultimate downfall of the Jews continuing even 
to this day. Scriptures are replete stating the the absolute 
inability of the law to save anyone, or to keep one saved. 
Brethren emphasize our being prepared to face God. Thus 
the slightest failure to measure up sends us to the 
“moumers bench.” We live in fear of not having done 
enough. Some speak of “faithful obedience.” What 
percentage of obedience to law is considered as “faithful 
obedience”? Paul’s one prayer was that he “be found in 
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him, not having a righteousness of my own, even that 
which 1s of the law, but that which is by faith in Christ, the 
righteousness which is of God by faith” (Phil. 3:9; consider 
Rom. 3:18-20; 3:28; Gal. 2:16). 


Those who teach that sinners are at least saved, in part by 
keeping law, cast aspersions upon the cross. “I do not 
frustrate the grace of God: for if righteousness come by the 
law, then Christ is dead in vain” (Gal. 2:21). 


“Is the law then against the promises of God? God forbid: 
for if there had been a law goven which could make alive, 
verily righteousness would have been by the law” (Gal. 
3:21: consider Gal. 3:10,11,13). If these verses mean 
anything at all, they teach the utter hopelessness of being 
saved by human works, or by keeping the law of God. It is 
clear that to be saved. by any law system that law must be 
kept perfectly and continuously. “Cursed is everyone that 
continueth not in all things.” | 


Christ redeemed us from the curse of the law by becoming 
a curse as he hung upon the tree. Self delusion regarding 
our ability to keep law for justification and sanctification 
must be cast aside and replaced with heaven’s grace as 
vouchsafed to us by the perfect life of Christ under law and 
his dying in our place thus keeping the demands of broken 
law. These marvelous truths have been expressed many 
times but none better than that of Stanley Paher in a recent 
Ensign. 


“The result of justification is that Jesus is our 
righteousness and we are his sin. He took our sin 
simultaneously giving us what had been his. As a 
pronouncement from a righteous God, justification 1s not 
something man does, and assuredly he is not capable of 
‘growing into’ justification. Instead he is placed there by a 
God of love. God reckons man as righteous, as an airline 
credits bonus miles to a frequent flyer. God pays into man’s 
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Account wages for what Jesus did; man receives credit for 
work he never could do for himself.” 


Paul knew that his writing about the law as he did would 
provoke a very important question. “Wherefore then 
serveth the law” (Gal. 3:19)? An inevitable question since 
Paul had proven that the law was helpless to save anyone or 
to change anyone. Since any law system cannot justify, 
sanctify or satisfy then the question 1s, then why did God 
give a law which no man could keep, but instead only 
condemn man? 


Read carefully Paul’s inspired answer: “It was added 
because of transgressions, till the seed should come to 
whom the promise was made; and it was ordained by 
angels in the hand of a mediator” (Gal. 3:19). It was added 
— added to what? Grace is the answer as God dealt with the 
Israelites before the law. It was to rule over them until the 
seed (Christ) should come. -It was added because of 
transgressions or 1n order to reveal sin as a transgression. 


“Sin is the transgression of the law” (1 John 3:4). But there 

was sin in the world before law but it was not counted as 

transgression. This and much more will be examined as in 

following articles. We will continue to examine the nature 

of law. And, the more one learms the more that one will 

rejoice knowing that we are saved by grace and not by law. 
2722 McCutchen, Dallas, Texas 75227 
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TO GOD BE THE GLORY 


By Neal Griffin 
Great things He has done, for He gave us His Son, goes the 


refrain. The greatest folly of man, |! suppose, ts his 
reluctance to give God the credit for his salvation. His 
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vanity demands that he achieve it by his own effort. Pride 
and arrogance dominate his thinking, but it is not in man to 
accomplish salvation. Salvation is the accomplishment of 
God. It is God who saves us from the consequences of our 
own waywardness and not ourselves. 


It is a noble objective to desire salvation. The nch young 
ruler of Matthew 19 was seeking it, but he was misdirected 
from the very start. This is obvious from the question: 
“What good thing must I do to gain eternal life?” He 
obviously thought that salvation was something that he 
could accomplish, 


That salvation can be accomplished by man is the 
prevailing concept in our day. Pride filled men come 
asking the same question that the young ruler asked. They 
would like to “gain” salvation by their own efforts, and 
many paid pulpit ministers there are who are willing to 
provide them with the formula to accomplish it They say, 
“Do |, 2, 3, 4 and S and salvation 1s yours.” It is interesting 
to note that when the nich young ruler came asking this 
question Jesus did not provide him with that formula. It 1s 
interesting to note further that His answer was, 
“impossible,” on the part of man (see Mat. 19:26). 


It 1s imperative that we understand the lesson of the nch 
young ruler. It is imperative that we attribute salvation to 
God instead of to our “filthy rag” works. 


It is to those who put their trust for salvation in their own 
works that Jesus will say, “I never knew you.” Trusting in 
one’s own effort is to deny that Jesus did all the saving 
work. It is rank arrogance and denies God the glory. 
Arrogance is the very thing that kept Moses out of the 
promised land. 
10514 Bar X Trail, Helotes, Texas 78023 
Email: ngriffin! 2@aol.com 
Web Site: http://www. geocities.com/Heartland/Bluffs 
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RESTRUCTURING THE CHURCH 


THE POWER OF REHEARSAL 


By R. £. Kilpatrick 


The Sabbath days, feast days, new moons, etc., were 
all regulated by ordinances. These special days were 
celebrations of the great deeds that God performed for Israel 
in the Exodus event. In the performance of these ordinances, 
Israel was caused to “remember” what God had done for 
them; in fact, the whole history of was a rehearsal, a 
“rehearing” — a remembrance of the Exodus event. 


In the Passover rehearsal the Israelites were reminded 
of their of slavery in Egypt, how that the blood of the lamb 
was applied to the door post saved their firstborn. 


The rehearsal of the Feast of Unleavened Bread 
brought to mind the last evening meal before the death angel 
passed over their houses and their hasty departure from 


Egypt. 


The Feast of Harvest reminded them of their arrival at 
Mount Sinai on the 50° day (Greek, Pentecost), giving the 
law and the first fruits of the harvest brought to the Lord. 


The Feast of Tabernacles reminded them of their 40- 
year sojoum in the wildemess, living in tents and sustained by 
the manna that fell from heaven. 
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The Faith of Israel. Faith to Israel was in her 
remembering and rehearsal those special days (those “special 
days were the Sabbath days of Col. 2:16), depicting the great 
deeds of God on their behalf. As long as Israel remembered 
and kept these special days, she was safe — living by the faith 
of performance. 


Note the many admonitions of God to remember. 
“Remember the Sabbath day to keep it holy”, so reads the 4” 
commandment. Why remember the Sabbath? “Because you 
were slaves in Egypt and that the Lord your God brought you 
out with a mighty hand and outstretched arm. Therefore the 
Lord your God has commanded you to observe the Sabbath 
day” (Deut.5:15). 


When Israel crossed the Jordan into the land of 
Canaan God commanded them to stack up 12 stones in the 
river sO as to arouse the curiosity of the children in later 
generations at which time the fathers could rehearse the 
exodus. The evil deeds of the Amalykites were to be written 
down and “rehearsed in the ears of Joshua” (Ex. 17:8) for 
later remembrance (see Deut. 5:17-19; 1 Sam. 15:38). 


Sadly, in time Israel neglected the remembrance and 
celebration of these ordinances and festivals. She fell from 
the protective grace of God and was later taken into captivity. 


Hebrew Ethic. In rehearsal we also have the basis for the 
Hebrew ethic, There is something in the nature of man‘that 
responds favorably to kindness shown to him. When Israel 
was reminded of God’s great acts of love she obeyed out of 
sheer gratitude for what God had done for them. We might 
add that the Christian ethic is based upon the same principle. 


Why should we obey Christ? We obey out of love 
and gratitude for what God did for us at Calvary. We hear 
people speak of loving Jesus in the same sense that we love 
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our wives and/or children. That is not what is meant and I 
doubt even possible. We are creatures of God’s attribute of 
love, as he is a God of love. It is in us naturally because we 
were created in the image of our Creator. John touched upon 
this principle when he said “We love God because he first 
loved us.” He loved us frst and proved it in the Cross event. 
If you meet a stranger and he pays you a compliment you will 
always look upon him with a certain land of bias. Jesus 
confirms this ethic when he said “If you love me you will 
keep my commandments; not that you should or must but you 
will (See John 14:15.) 


The essential factors in both Hebrew and Christian 
ethics are first, knowledge of what God has done on our 
behalf and knowledge of his great deeds through “recalling” 
—a rehearsal—through the performance of an ordinance. 
Remembering is not restricted to the celebration of a special 
event. Whatever causes one to remember is rehearsal and 
may mentally trigger a whole series of events. For example 
the celebration of the Passover reminded Israel of Gods 
mercy in the passing over of the death angel in Egypt when he 
saw the blood of the slain lamb on the doorpost. This pointed 
to the real Lamb of God and his shed blood that resulted in 
the forgiveness of sins. 

2710 Day Road, Huntsville, AL 35801 
Email: kilpatrick20@comcast.net 


The booklet on “Restructuring The Church” is nearly ready. 
It will encompass all that we have written on the subject plus 
a bit more. The price hasn’t been determined yet, but it will 
be such that pays for the printing and binding only. It will not 
be priced to make a profit. Some will disapprove of the book 
because it doesn’t sound like Church of Chnist doctrine. 
That’s true because the legalistic teachings of our present 
doctrine doesn’t sound like the doctrine taught by Paul, 
mainly in the book of Romans. - Editor 
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_WALKING BY FAITH, NOT SIGHT _ 


By Given O. Blakely 


“Moreover the word of the LORD came to me, saying: 
"The hands of Zerubbabel have laid the foundation of this 
temple; His hands shall also finish it. Then you will know that 
the LORD of hosts has sent Me to you. For who has despised 
the day of small things? For these seven rejoice to see the 
plumb line in the hand of Zerubbabel. They are the eyes of 
the LORD, Which scan to and fio throughout the whole 
earth" (Zechariah 4:8-10, NKJV). 


Our text is a call from God to Zerubbabel and his 
workers to live by faith, and not by sight. They are not to be 
pulled aside by what they see, or judge small beginnings to be 
unworthy and hopeless ones. This call is certainly a pertinent 
one for our time, when living by faith is not at all common 
among professing Christians. 


Right here we must see the relevance of walking, or living, by 
faith, not by sight. This is a key aspect of spiritual life. Let me 
be clear about the matter. Where life is not lived by faith, the 
individual so living cannot please God, for "without faith it is 
impossible to please Him" (Heb 11:6). For those who once 
lanew the Lord, yet are not presently living by faith, a most 
dreadfiil circumstance has occurred. They have allowed an 
evil heart of unbelief to enter into them, and have 
consequently departed from the Living God. As it is written, 
"Take heed, brethren, lest there be in any of you an evil heart 
of unbelief, in departing from the living God" (Heb.3:12). 
Those who do not live by faith are unbelieving. The 
seriousness of such a condition is seen when we consider that 
the “unbelieving shall have their part in the lake which 
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burmeth with fire and bnmstone: which is the second death" 
(Rev.21:8). This 1s not a subject for philosophizing and 
disputation. The Spirit traces the confidence of God's people 
to walking by faith, not by sight. "Therefore we are always 
confident, knowing that, whilst we are at home in the body, 
we are absent from the Lord: (FOR WE WALK BY FAITH, 
NOT BY SIGHT:) We are confident, I say, and willing rather 
to be absent from the body, and to be present with the Lord" 
(2 Cor. 5: 6-8). Those, therefore, who lack confidence and 
are frightened and discouraged by appearance, are not 
walking, or living, by faith. It is just that simple. It is not our 
aim to condemn such, but to urge them to be strong in faith, 
giving glory to God. Such timorous souls are to take all of the 
energy required to look upon appearance and imagine the 
worst, and apply it to the matter of believing God, and 
trusting in Him to finish the work he has started. 


Living by faith is the manner of those who are 
justified. No other kind of life is acceptable. Both the mandate 
and assessment of Almighty God is this: "The just shall live 
by faith" (Rom. 1:17; Gal. 3:11; Heb. 10:38). Other versions 
read, "BUT THE RIGHTEOUS man SHALL LIVE BY 
FAITH" (NASB), ‘The righteous will live by faith" (NIV), 
and "The one who is righteous will live by faith"(NRSV). 


And, what does it mean to live by faith, or to walk by 
faith and not by sight? It means to live with God in mind 
rather than allowing circumstances to dominate our thoughts. 
It means we are motivated by faith's awareness of the nature 
of God and His good promises. It means we consider what 
God can do more than what man can do. It means that in all 
things, the Word of God takes the precedence over the words 
of men. We are thus most convinced of what God has 
promised than of what circumstances suggest. 


Despising or disdaimng the day of small beginnings is 
walking by sight. It is judging according to appearance, and 
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without the promises of God in mind. Spiritual! life cannot be 
sustained when such a view is entertained. The promises of 
God must be declared to the people of God! 
Faith looks forward, not backward. ft nurtures hope for the 
future, not a carnal assessment of the present. True 
beginnings must be viewed’ as_ precisely _ that: 
"BEGINNINGS." They are the initiation of a larger work that 
will be brought to completion by Divine power. Faith 
considers the work's completion more than its beginning. 
406:S. Sergeant Ave., Joplin, Missouri 
GivenB/@)aol.com 
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Did God Send Us A Message? 


We have been told that the tragedy of September 11, 
2001 was a wakeup call from God. Someone surely had in 
mind the immorality of our nation and the objective to 
remove al} traces of religion fiom -our society. I can't vouch 
for what God may have done (if He intended to speak to us at 
all). But one thing we do know, and that is, if He truly 
intended to send us a wakeup call, it didn't work. We're still 
asleep. Very little has changed. Are we mocking God? "Do 
not be deceived; God is not mocked, for whatever a man 
sows, that he will also reap" (Gal. 6:7). That being so, we 
haven't heard the last fiom God. —Editor | 





SALVATION BY GRACE 





By Arnold Hardin 


“For by grace you have been saved through faith; and that not 
of yourselves, it is a gift of God, not as a result of works, that 
no one should boast; for we are his workmanship, created in 
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Christ Jesus for good works, which God prepared beforehand, 
that we should walk in them” (Eph. 2:8-11). 


Thus Paul was inspired to set forth God’s Divine 
formula. Sinners saved by law? by grace? or, a combination 
of the two? This matter was settled almost two thousand 
years ago, for all time, and yet millions of believers are still 
confused. Pause and think, 


“But God being rich in mercy. Because of the great 
love with which he loved us, even when we were dead in our 
transgressions, made us alive together with Christ (by grace 
have you been saved” Eph. 2:4-6). 


“Saved by grace.” Paul saw Christ and his life forever 
changed. He changed fiom being a champion of legalistic 
law/works to that of a champion of grace, the cross being the 
basis of grace. He came to realize that sinners have a real 
Savior. How sad that so many claiming to be Christians 
refuse to accept this wonderous truth. Man desires, even 
demands, that Jesus tell him what to do to save himself. It is 
truly astonishing who and how many are holding on tightly to 
such an erroneous idea. 
“Saved by grace..” An objector says, “Are you saying 
that sinners are saved by grace alone?” Emphatically that 1s 
what I am saying. However, it most certainly did not 
originate with me; rather the Holy Spirit placed that eternal 
truth in the heart of Paul. But, the objector continues, 
salvation cannot be only by grace as faith is required, 


“Saved by grace through faith.” Traditionally we have 
been wary of this Ephesian passage and others like it because 
it doesn’t mention baptism and it might sound like it because 
it doesn’t mention baptism and it might sound like “faith 
only” if we emphasize it too much. Such ts a needless 
concern because baptism is as much faith as in believing. 
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Baptism is not a work in any shape, form or fashion. So we 
need not fear these words “by faith.” In fact we have a 
biblical understanding of faith, we need not fear the words 
“faith only.” Baptism and repentance are just as much 
manifestation of biblical faith as is belief in Christ as God’s 
son. Once we work through that concer about what faith is, 
the message of Paul in Ephesians 2:8-10 seems simple and 
very straightforward. We are saved solely by God’s grace 
through faith and the fruit or result of our salvation is our 
good works. 


Many of you can relate to the long history among us 
with respect to percentage salvation. The idea being that God 
puts in so much, percentage wise, and sinners put in so much. 
Or, “We do ali we can then God’s grace makes up what ts 
lacking.” We should weep over such a legacy. “Row boat 
religion” was taught. One oar was grace and the other oar 
was “works.” “Row boat salvation” could never in a lifetime 
be reconciled with Ephesians 2:8-10. It is time to confess it, 
renounce it, and repent of It. 


In the March issue of Gospel Minutes, David 
Thurman answered an objection to a previous statement that 
we will be as good as Jesus on the day we enter heaven. 
David replied, “I think the misunderstanding comes from 
thinking that the righteous things we do somehow makes us 
nghteous before God. Thev do not. What makes us righteous 
before God is the blood of Jesus. Jesus became sin on our 
behalf. We become the nghteousness of God. We are given 
this righteousness, we do not eam it. The gift of this 
mghteousness is complete, that is, we are given the 
righteousness of Jesus, meaning we will enter heaven as 
‘good’ as he is — perfect without sin, and right with God.” 


Leroy Garrett recently wrote a wonderful article 
entitled, “hurry and be baptized.” He related how one 
preacher “luxuriating in the grace of God,” said to him, “I’m 
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trying to wriggle out of baptism, but I have to face the fact it 
is there.’ Why do we complicate things? As Leroy pointed 
out Acts 22:16 “Is disarmingly clear.” But if we are indeed 
saved “by grace through faith” the why bother with Acts 
22:16? How can “wash away your sins” relate to baptism? 
Baptism is faith reaching out to receive God’s gift of 
salvation. Grace only is God’s part; faith only (confession, 
repentance, baptism) 1s man’s part. Accept your gift. 


2722 McCutcheon, Dailas, Texas 75227 





By Neal Griffin 


It seems to be a natural desire for man to want to be 
the author of his salvation. The question that the nch young 
man asked in Matthew 19 demonstrates the point: “What can 
1 do to gain eternal life?" And even though Jesus explained in 
verse 26 that eternal life (salvation) is impossible on the part 
of man, men continue to pick out incidents in the lives of the 
first disciples and impose them as "essentials" on the part of 
man. Not only do they impose them as essentials but also as 
tests of fellowship, which accounts for the existence of most 
of the denominated religious organizations extant today. 


One sect has settled on the "one cup" issue, another 
has settled on “snake handling", another on the “institutional 
support" issue, another on the “instrumental music" issue, 
another on the “upper chamber" issue, another on the “water 
baptism" issue, and several on various combinations of the 
above. The Roman Catholic Church included every one of 
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them has one thing in common and that 1s that salvation is not 
available outside of compliance with their creedal positions. 


All of these creedal positions fly in the face of the fact 
that salvation is a free gift. Any attempt to pay for a free gift 
is an insult to the donor. It 1s an undeniable fact that the first 
believers did several things in common, but it is not once 
recorded that they did any of them in order to “gain" eternal 
life. One might say in rebuttal, "What about Jesus’ command 
to make disciples of all nations, immersing them in the name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit, teaching 
them to observe all that § have commanded you---?" There is 
just one big thing wrong with this if it 1s to be a rebuttal and 
that is this: It is noticeable that He did not say to do these 
things IN ORDER TO GAIN SALVATION. We are not 
arguing whether or not they did them. Our point is that they 
did not do them in order to gain salvation. It narrows down to 
a consideration of their motivation for doing them. 


The person who does what God wants lives forever (1 
John 2:17). This is where Satan, the liar and author of 
confusion, clutters the scene. What God wants is that we 
believe on His Son and love one another. He wants the 
obedience of pure hearts. It is wntten that His laws will be 
written on the hearts of His New Covenant subjects. Theirs is 
not an obedience that is designed to obligate God to save 
them. Theirs is the obedience of grateful hearts motivated by 
a love for their Redeemer. This is what God wants. He has no 
regard for fear-motivated obedience, but men continue to put 
their trust for salvation in law keeping. 


Paul, by the Holy Spirit, wrote in Galatians $ that 
those who are putting their trust for salvation in law keeping 
“are fallen from grace". This came as a slap in the face to 
many Jews and it 1s not gratefully received by any in our age 
who wish to be deserving of salvation. There is no way that 
man can ever be deserving of it except by the blood of Jesus. 
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It is an accomplishment of God. Man cannot accomplish it. 
(Matthew 19:26) It 1s a free gift from God. Our only grounds 
for boasting are in the blood of Jesus. It is ours to believe that 
it is a free gift and accept it. When we try to eam salvation we 
demonstrate that we do not believe in the free gift principle. 
When we put our trust for salvation in law keeping or in 
anything else other than Jesus are we any less “fallen from 
grace” than the Jews of Galatians 5? 


Yes, I am suggesting that if we put our trust for 
salvation in being in the right church, in water baptism, or in 
anything else that man can do, we are "fallen from grace". My 
hope is that all who read this are putting their trust for 
salvation in the God appointed Justifier Who is Jesus the 
Crucified, and not in anything else. 

10514 Bar X Trail, Helotes, Texas 78023 
Email: ngriffin}2@aol.com 
Web: http://www.geocities.com/heartland/bluffs/4255 


WALKING TOGETHER 
AMOS 3:3 





By Dr. Dallas Burdette PART 6b (final) 


CONCLUSION 


This essay is an effort toward making an appointment 
for God’s children to meet together and to walk together. This 
article is not to question the integrity of those who cite Amos 
3:3 to maintain their separation from other believers, but 
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rather to try to encourage Christians to go back to the 
“drawing-board” in order to reexamine the traditions that are 
so entrenched in the mindset of so many godly men and 
women. The words of Jaroslav Pelikan are to the point: 


Like any growth, development may be healthy or it 
may be malignant, discermng the difference 
between these two lands of growth requires 
constant research into the pathology of traditions. 
But it is healthy development that keeps a tradition 
both out of the cancer ward and out of the fossil 
museum.’ 


In the nineteenth century, Friedrich Schletermacher 
originated the idea of the hermeneutic circle. The hermeneutic 
circle philosophy simply means: “Each part of a text must be 
interpreted with reference to the whole; yet the meaning of 
the whole cannot be grasped without considering the parts.”” 
Interpretation is an attempt to understand the work as a whole 
by an analysis of its elements.* Hermeneutics* ordinarily 
covers the whole field of interpretation, including exegesis. 
Nevertheless, hermeneutics is often used in a much narrower 
sense to grasp the relevance of ancient works. In other words, 


' Jaroslav Petikan, The Vindication of Tradition (New Haven: 
Yale University Press, 1984), 60. 


* Kathleen Morner and Ralph Rausch, “Hermeneutics,” N7C's 
Dictionary of Literary Terms (iinois: NTC Publishing Group, 1991), 97. 


* Ibid. 


* See Robert H. Stein, 4 Basic Guide to Interpreting the Bible: 
Playing by the Rules (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1994), 17, where Stein writes: 
“The term ‘hermeneutics,’.. . . Simply describes the practice or discipline 
of interpretation.” See also Thomas H. Olbright, Hearing Ged’s Voice 
(Abilene, TX: ACU Press, 1996), 185, where he says, “In a large sease, 
hermeneusics constitutes a theory about how one person explains or 
communicates a text to another.” 
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it is concerned about the “here” and the “now.” Having said 
this, one must never forget that the meaning of a text 1s the 
author’s meaning. One must reject. the _ traditional 
interpretation of Amos 3:3 not because it 1s private but 
because it 1s wrong. When one abandons the original! author, 
when one usurps his place,-then this leads to confiision on the 
part of the interpreter. The author of a text is the determiner 
of the meaning of his text, not the reader. When one abandons 
the author, then this acts “leads an afterlife of its own, totally 
cut off from the life of its author.”” 


Amos considers his preaching the call of God. Since 
God calls him, he could not refuse to wam Israel of 
impending destruction through a_ series of rhetorical 
questions, questions that all know the answers to. Amos 
concludes his cause-and-effect arguments by proclaiming the 
inevitable judgment of God: “’ Surely the Lord GoD does 
nothing, without revealing his secret to his servants the 
prophets.” The lion has roared; who will not fear? The Lord 
GOD has spoken; who can but prophesy” (Amos 3:7-8)? To 
state more clearly, Amos considers his call as an appointment 
with God. Just as one is not likely to see two men walking 
together without having previously made arrangements to 
meet, so, Amos argues that he was there as a result of an 
anpointment with God: “Do two walk together unless they 
have made an appointment (3:3)? One must not allow 
tradition to deaden his/her mind with strange ideas and ready- 
made opinions. 


Everyone must be open for discussion. Controversy 
takes for granted that everyone has had experiences, which 
may contnbute something of value to the group. Dialogue 
perceives that one does not grasp the whole truth, but 
searches, tracks, and finds some part of it. Christians must not 


° E. D. Hirsch, Jr., Validity in Interpretation (New Haven and 
London: Yale University Press, 1967), 1. 
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shut the door on this verse (3:3). Believers must keep the door 
of dialogue open. What is dialogue? Dialogue, in a nutshell, is 
seeking truth. Thomas Aquinas, a man acquainted with 
dialogue, said, “An angel! perceives the truth by simple 
apprehension, whereas man becomes acquainted with a 
simple truth by a process from manifold data.”° 


A monopoly of study has no place in dialogue. Ideas 
must be thrown back-and-forth. There is give-and-take for 
every believer. John Heron is correct to affirm: “Facts are 
worse than useless unless they are accurate. Inaccuracy does 
not necessarily mean deceitfidness, but may take the form of 
not being particular to be exact.”’ Again, he aptly stresses the 
comparison of views: “It 1s by comparison of views that we 
reason our way toward truth. We increase the odds of findin 
the best solution to a problem by considering alternatives.” 
One’s interpretation of a passage of Scripture must be based 
upon the historical context. What are the facts presented by 
the author? Christians should be able to share their 
understanding of the facts, mnght or wrong, as they understand, 
without fear of being “hacked to death” with a verbal sword. 
If not hacked to death, at least one must suffer the dread of 
excommunication, all in the name of Christ. In conclusion, 
the following quote from Walter Rauschenbush calls attention 
to the precariousness of every Bible student: 


We see in the Bible what we have been taught to 
see there. We drop out great sets of facts from our 
field of vision. We read other things into the bible 
which are not there. . . . If the Bible was not a 


* Quoted in John Heron, “Time to Talk Things Over,” The Royal 
Bank of Canada Monthly Letter 50 (August 1969): 3. 


” Did. 


8 Ibid. 


living power before the Reformation, it was not 
because the Bible was chained up and forbidden, as 
we are told, but because their minds were chained 
by preconceived idea, and when they read, they 
failed to read.” 
P. O. Box 20274, Montgomery, AL 36120 
Email: dburdette2@home.com 
Web Site: www. freedominchrist.net 











SOME IMPORTANT ELEMENTS IN A 
NEEDED PARADIGM 


SHIFT IN OUR RESTORATION PLEA 





By J. James Albert 


The length of the title for this article brings to mind the 
controversy over the title of my doctrinal dissertation almost 
twenty years ago. My dissertation advisor and I had only one 
major disagreement ~ the title of my dissertation which 
centered mainly around its length. He said it was too long 
and I maintained the length was necessary to accurately 
_ convey ‘what was discussed in the dissertation. Evidentially I 
deferred to his wishes before submitting it to the panel before 
whom I was to defend/explain my work. Lo and behold the 
first thing the panel “attacked” me on was my title. All this is 
personal pabulum just to tell you that the intention of my 
lengthy title for this article is to give you a good idea about 
which I am going to write. 

In past atticles I have written about how the 
restoration plea has been distorted. So much so that some are 
saying it should be completely abandoned. I don’t agree with 


> Walter Rauschenbush, Christianity and the Social Crisis 
(London: Macmillan Co., 1912), 45. 
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saying it should be completely abandoned. I don’t agree with 
such a proposed course because I think restoration 1s a theme 
of scripture. Nevertheless the heirs of the American 
Restoration Movement have serious problems relative to the 
concept because they are not knowledgeable of their history 
and misunderstand how the purpose of such a plea is to be 
realized. In fact, I think we have confused an erroneous 
method and philosophy with the purpose of the plea and the 
results have been devastating. 


Part of the problem 1s that many think of restoration as 
something that can be fully attained by a church or group of 
churches. It 1s seen as a meritorious accomplishment and 
becomes a source of arrogance and pride. Those not aligned 
with the identifying shibboleths of the in-group are looked 
upon in a condescending and disparaging manner. 


Restoration is not a static thing. In this life we will 
never reach a plateau of knowing and practice that is perfect 
and never needs improvement or re-examination. The very 
fact that we are disciples, ever-learmng, should tell us this. 
We can’t perfect our salvation in the flesh and won’t attain 
“the measure of the stature of the fullness of Christ” in this 
life. We stand in grace. 


Please examine with me a couple of areas where I 
think the restoration plea has gone astray and where I think 
shifts in our paradigm must be made. Otherwise we will 
continue on the course of ceasing to be a viable movement in 
God’s scheme of redemption. 


First and foremost we must restore Jesus Christ as the 
focus in our lives. 


Writing to the Philippians, Paul said in contrast to 
having his “own nghteousness, which 1s from the law” it was 
his utmost aim to “lenow him,” meaning Jesus Christ (Phil. 
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3:9-10). The word “know” ts an interesting word. It 1s not 
intellectual knowledge or knowledge of doctrines that identify 
an institution, but it refers to personal knowledge, knowing a 
person personally if you can say it that way. It is knowing a 
person closely and intimately. In the O!d Testament scriptures 
the Hebrew equivalent is used to refer to sexual intercourse. 
This shows the depth of the word. 


Writing to Timothy the apostle Paul said, “I know 
whom I have believed” (2 Tim. 1:12). Because of Jesus 
Christ. Paul knew God intimately and personally and 
completely trusted his life to him. Notice the apostle did not 
say that he knew what he had believed. His trust did not 
come fiom intellectual knowledge of various doctrines that 
identify an institution, but from a personal faith. 


Our faith is to be a response to a Person (Jesus Christ) 
but in the Churches of Christ we have replaced personal faith 
with faith in our knowledge of various doctrines we have 
ferreted from the scriptures through the process of deduction 
and inference. Instead of our relationship with God mediated 
through personally knowing Jesus Christ it 1s mediated 
through the church. Thus we have the dilemma of brethren of 
in the parties living exemplary spiritual lives through 
knowing Jesus Christ, but not recognized as being in our 
fellowship because they don’t see as we do intellectually 
about doctrine that identify our party. It 1s said that the creed 
of the early church was “no creed but Christ.” They were not 
“the people of the Book” because they didn’t have the book. 
They were people who had responded to the gospel and were 
brought into a living, vital relationship with Jesus Christ. 
Through this relationship they were given eternal life. 


This cannot be said of the Churches of Christ today. 
Each division has a doctrinal! creed consisting mainly of 
interpretations of the scriptures that identify that party. Like 
the Jews of Jesus’ day (John 54:39) we think salvation, 
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including eternal life, is found in our knowledge of the 
scriptures rather than through a personal relationship with 
Jesus Christ. We have conftised the book about Jesus with 
Jesus. We strive to know the book but don’t know about 
Jesus. We know about_Jesus but do not know Jesus. We 
have displaced personal relationships wherein we trust with a 
self-righteousness wherein we trust intellects. We have 
replaced grace with legalism. 


Don’t misunderstand me. I’m not saying that the 
scriptures are not important and that we should not study 
them and seek to grow in knowledge. |'m saying that there is 
a difference between the record that testifies of Jesus and the 
history of the early church and believing in Jesus so as to 
establish a personal relationship with him. 1’m saying that we 
need a new perspective. I’m saying that we need to shift our 
focus from party loyalty with an emphasis on externa) marks 
that identify our parties to a focus on personally knowing 
Jesus Christ so that the Fruit of the Spirit is mantfested in our 
lives. Let’s use the book to be more like Jesus rather than as 
a prooftext to affirm our intellects and justify divisions. Then 
instead of alleged knowledge being our lord, Jesus will truly 
be the Lord of our lives. 


Unfortunately the heirs of the American Restoration 
Movement have confused the teaching of the New Covenant 
scriptures which are the object of our understanding with the 
object of our common faith who is Jesus Christ. We, fail to 
recognize that not all people who believe the gospel and have 
committed their lives to Jesus Christ have the same 
understanding of his will. In tum we make our understanding 
of God’s will a condition of recognition of others’ 
commitment. This is wrong. 


P. O. Box 811, Corcoran, Califorma 93212 
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THE BIBLE CONDENSED 


- —- 


By R. L. Kilpatrick 


After we have heard all the sennons, read all the articles, and 
sat through all the classes studying about Abraham, we 
sometimes wonder if there is anything left to say. But again 
we sometimes wonder if we’ve got the message at all. In fact, 
with the current brotherhood attitude toward the Old 
Testament, we even wonder if the church has any concept at all 
about the value of those ancient scriptures. Some would be just 
as pleased to divorce the Old Testament completely, as some 
have already done. 


What brethren fail to see is that when we study the Old 
Testament scriptures we are studying the history of ourselves, 
“God’s people.” The history of Israel is the only religious 
history that Christians have. We are that which the Patriarchs 
and Prophets set out to build. We are in that age to which Israel 
looked forward. We are in the eschatological age of God’s 
Old Testament people, the age of consummation of all things. 
The final is yet to come, of course, toward &nalization. This is 
why Paul spoke of salvation and eternal life as already in our 
possession, and at other times still future. It would help to 
realize that everything that God has promised is still fiiture and 
why faith is so important. (This will set the stage for 
disputation if one is so inclined.) We wait for the final 
consummation as a reality. We are promised “the remission of 
sins,” but were still sinners) We are promised the 
“righteousness of God,” but absolute righteousness can’t come 
as long as we are sinners. For that, we must wait for the 
resurrection. In the meantime we can be regarded “the same 
as” one who is perfect. We are promised “eternal life,” but we 
must first put off the corruptible flesh before we can put on the 
incorruptible. This again is why “faith” is so important. All 
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that God has promised he promised to those who have faith. 
By faith we are “heirs” of God and joint heirs with Chnist. 
Note the paragraph below. 


However there is one thing that God promised that has already 
been fulfilled —“The Gift of the Holy Spirit.” Without that gift 
in Our possession, there is no future, no resurrection. “If the 
Spirit of him who raised Jesus fiom the dead dwells in you, he 
who raised Christ Jesus from the dead will give life to your 
mortal bodies also through his Spirit which dwells in you” 
(Rom. 8:11). Also note the verse above (9ff). “Anyone who 
does not have the Spirit does not belong to him.” What is the 
mission of the Spirit? Guarding the faith and raising the dead. 
Salvation history 1s complete with the Cross. The Messianic 
age began with Abraham (Gal. 3:8 see also v. 16). The cross 
was the ending of salvation history. Therefore, if we care about 
our history and wish to learn it, we must go to the Old 
Testament. Alan Richardson had these pertinent comments in 
Verdict Magazine. 


“Biblical history is something in which Christians 
participate, not something which Christians look at from the 
outside. It is a history which they carry inside themselves, 
because it is the history of their own people, not the history of a 
foreign nation. it is the history of the people of God, of which 
they became members at their baptism into the body of 
Christ... 


“... The special quality of the biblical history, and that 
which gives it unique significance for Christians is that. of our 
history. God worked his great acts of salvation amongst us, we 
have been grafted into the Israel of God.” (August, 1980, p. 
47). 


The realization the cross was the ending of the “salvation age” 
instead of the beginning of it, provides insight into several 
problems that have frustrated us in times past, like, why were 
the New Covenant writers seemingly unconcemed about the 
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people of our age? Why were they constantly looking 
backwards into the Old Covenant discussing past historical 
events instead of looking to our day? Why could they not have 
seen our day and put in a few words that might have clanfied 
many of our earthshaking issues, like wine or grape juice on 
the Lord’s Table; five acts of worship! giving an act of 
worship? There are at least 25 items that divide us. Just a 
word would have cleared up a whole lot of issues. 


And, John, who was the “elect lady” and to Gaius to which he 
said “Though I have much to say to you I would rather not use 
paper and ink but I hope to come and to see you and talk with 
you face to face” (2 John 12; and 3 John 13). Didn’t John 
know that he was penning words of divine inspiration that 
would be read until the end of time? And, according to some, 
even the gospel itself? Or was John writing as if the history of 
God’s people had already taken place in order to understand 
the present? (No, this is not the A.D. 70 theory.) This being 
true would‘tnake it unnecessary for the inspired writers to look 
forward to our day, but rather, the people of our day are to look 
backward to John and other NT writers that perhaps we might 
learn how to live in this resurrection age. 


THE PURPOSE OF SCRIPTURES 


We now delve into a subject that some undoubtedly will 
declare us heretics, 1.e. — the purpose of scriptures. For some 
reason I am unable to find anywhere where Jesus, or God 
demanded the apostles write scriptures. And since we are 
saved by grace through faith where does that leave scripture in 
the scheme of things. I pray that no one will misunderstand 
why we say what we say, because it 1s not my purpose to 
denigrate the importance of scripture. I maintain that NT 
scripture for Christians serves the same purpose as the Old 
Testament scriptures served the Israelites. Note that the Ten 
Commandments was the Covenant for Israel. And note too 
that Jesus is our Ten Commandments. The covenant given at 
Mount Sinai and the subsequent scriptures is the equivalent or 
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the type, of Jesus our New Covenant and the subsequence New 
Testament scriptures. 


But what about all those laws that was given after the Mount 
Sinai Covenant? They were laws added to regulate the conduct 
of the Israelites. They were not in addition to the Ten 
Commandments but were given to regulate the every day 
affairs of those under the Ten. Therefore could we not say that 
the New Testament scriptures were given for the same 
purpose? The things wnitten after the Resurrection were given 
to rectify the several problems that arose among the 
congregations. So let us ask? How much of the New Testament 
scriptures would we have had, had there not been any problems 
within the first century churches? 


So the big question now is, Why do we use the words or 
solutions to the early church problems as Law just as if they 
were on a par with the our Ten Commandments — Jesus Chnst? 
Could we not say that we have added to scripture — as John 
warmed us in his Revelation letter? Or could we not blame God 
for leaving us in the dark on so many issues which many 
consider essential for salvation? How many “conditions” have 
we added, like eating in the church building, helping orphans 
with money from the church treasury? — you can sleep, use the 
bathroom, drink water from the fountain paid for by the 
membership or furnish the preacher with a house and buy him 
a lawnmower to take of yard, but be sure not to engage in a 
fellowship meal in the basement. 


Please consider these points that perhaps we might change our 
minds on a number of issues that have plagued the church in 
our generation. 


2710 Day Road, Huntsville, Alabama 35801 


Email: kalpatrick20@comcast.org 
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THE POWER OF GOD 
UNTO SALVATION _ 





By Neal Griffin 


It is the Gospel that 1s the power of God unto salvation and 
nothing else. Not once is it written nor implied that 
salvation is accomplished by way of anything else. And 
since the power 1s vested in the Gospel it would behoove 
anyone who is serious, about obtaining salvation to learn 
exactly what the gospel ts. 


The Gospel is the glorious good news that salvation has 
been brought down. It announces the fact of Jesus. It is 
historical fact. Paul, by the Holy Spirit, wrote that Jesus 
came to earth as a man, was crucified, was raised on the 
third day, and now sits at the right hand of God. This 1s 
what the Bible defines the Gospel to be. Read it in 1 
Corinthians 15:1-4. It is the announcement of God's way to 
save his creation. 


But even though the Gospel is summed up in one sentence 
there are those who, in vain efforts to support their private 
interpretations, insist that it consists of every dot and title in 
the New Testament writings. To them the power of God is 
the Gospel plus something else. Jesus’ blood is not 
sufficient to accomplish salvation, and man must fill in for 
that which Jesus was lacking. The idea that man must fill 
in for what God was lacking is foreign to the Bible. 
Salvation is the accomplishment of God and to argue that 
man accomplishes it in his performance of certain 
“essentials” is to deny what is recorded in Matthew 19:26. 
Jesus said that salvation is "impossible" on the part of man. 
The rich young ruler desired to accomplish saivation by his 
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own effort and Jesus answered, "impossible", and His 
answer has not changed over the years, but regrettably there 
are those who preach another gospel which is not the 
Gospel. When sincere seekers come asking what they can 
do to gain salvation pulpit ministers do not say, 
"impossible", as Jesus did. Instead they say, "possible", 
and send the seekers happily on their way confident that 
they have complied with the "“essentials" and gained 
salvation by their own efforts. When the rich young ruler 
asked Jesus that same question Jesus did not send him 
happily on hts way. Instead he went away very 
disappointed in that Jesus did not list "essentials" whereby 
he could "gain" salvation by his own effort. Paid pulpit 
ministers, however, do not give the same answer. The 
invitation at the end of their pulpit sermons does not jibe 
with this Biblical example. Instead they list "essentials." 


The essentials of salvation were all performed at Calvary. If 
it can be established that accepting a free gift is a work 
{essential effort} on the part of man then I concede. If 
trusting in Jesus for salvation can be counted as meritorious 
effort then I concede, but I have not once observed the 
recipient of a free gift who claimed to have eamed it by 
reason of his acceptance of it. Salvation is_ the 
accomplishment of God. He never intended for man to 
save himself. If thts were the case there would have been 
no need for the crucifixion, and when men presume te 
accomplish salvation on their own part they render void the 
sacrifice of Jesus. When men presume to put their trust for 
salvation in their own imagined compltance with law they 
have "fallen from grace". Galatians 5:4. If salvation can be 
accomplished on the part of man by his participation in 
certain rituals then salvation is of man. Jesus said, 
“impossible”. 


What about all the examples of obedience in the New 
Testament writings? So, what about them? If you can 
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show me one instance where their obedient acts were 
performed in order to “gain” salvation your argument will 
have some merit, but the truth is that there is not a single 
Scriptural example to support this idea. The first New 
Covenant sons of God did many things in common but they 
did not do any of them in order to gain salvation. If there is 
a connection between their obedience and salvation it is in 
the "because of” sense rather than the "in order to" sense. 


Dear reader, this is too simple to be misunderstood. Jesus 
made it perfectly clear that it is not in man to accomplish 
salvation. Matthew 19:26. The power of salvation is not in 
man. It is in the Gospel. The Gospel 1s the power of God 
unto salvation and Jesus is the substance of the Gospel. Let 
us gratefully acknowledge that fact and completely place 
our trust for salvation in Him and nothing else! This is a 
very serious issue and that is why I beg you in the name of 
Jesus to prayerfully consider these thoughts. 


10514 Bar X Trail Helotes, Texas 78023 


nenfin!2@aol.com 


; http://www geocities.com/Heartland/Blufts/4255 
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RELIGION AND ITS BAD SIDE 





By John Eoff 


A tribe of American Indians danced and chanted in an effort 
to implore the rain God to send much needed moisture to the 
parched earth. (Sometimes generous rains followed). This 1s 
an example of religion. 


Further south another tribe selected the most excellent young 
virgin and took her life as a sacrifice to an imaginary God, 
through which dedication they hoped to placate Him to the 
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extent he would continue the reguiar seasons tn their proper 
order and reward them with prosperity. This is an example of 
religion. 


Nearly six months ago a number of men hyacked several 
airplanes and attempted to exact as much suffering and 
slaughter of those whom they considered to be an enemy of 
their God as possible. Some were successful to a horrible 
degree. This is an example of religion. 


I believe that a good definition of religion ts---actions that are 
performed with the purpose of pleasing, appeasing, placating, 
or enticing deity. Two Greek words are translated into the 
New Testament writings with religious connotations. 
threskeia expresses the practice of rituals while deisidaimonia 
denotes dread or fear. Dread of a vengeful God, or efforts to 
win favor from a God with need of ego boosting rituals is the 
basis of religion. Being mistaken about the need of God for 
some action on man’s part does not change the purpose. 


God’s covenant with the Jews contained many rituals to be 
performed in prescribed manner and regularity. These were 
not acts of religion regardless of the performers’ miss- 
directed understanding of them. They were symbols and 
shadows of work that was to be performed by God himself. 
The fact that those to whom these rituals were given 
performed them as an act of religion does not change the fact. 
I do not ascertain that the Jews did not perform these rituals 
as acts to please, appease, or placate God, only that such was 
not the reason for their inauguration. 


This misunderstanding of the rituals prescribed under the old 
covenant is probably a major, if not the exclusive reason, for 
the conflict that God’s family suffers today. When God is 
viewed as a Deity with an ego that must be nourished, rather 
than a benefactor who yearns to bestow gifts, the results is 
dogmatic legalism concerning what God will and will not 
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accept from us in regard to worship. He is seen as being in 
need or want of something from us and for that reason self 
appointed theologians search the scriptures for ways to 
please, appease, placate, or entice Him. Religion is the 
results. Because of religion the scribes searched the 
scriptures, thinking that in them they would find how to 
obtain life etemal. For this reason they failed to discover 
Jesus who came to bring eternal life. Thus it is with many of 
His children today. Every word contained in the new 
covenant writings 1s examined from every side to determine 
how it can be interpreted to prescribe some form of religion. 
Thus some condemn others for practicing “un authorized” 
acts of worship while others are condemned for not following 
all the “authorized” rituals. Such is religion. 


Can anyone doubt that if God had any desire for religion he 
would not state those desires in precise language that could 
not be misunderstood? He 1s not interested in religion. He 1s 
interested in his creation and has provided eternal life for his 
children. To degrade that to the point of trying to obtain it 
through rituals instead of joyously accepting it with 
thanksgiving 1s the greatest insult to the provider. It relegates 
His own son to the position of less than total honor, at the 
best, or secondary honor at worst, elevating the creature’s 
actions to a place of sigmficance along side or even over that 
of the Son. This is religion. 


Away with religion and the institutions that perpetuate it-- 
what we today call church or churches. Let the household of 
God, the very body of the Christ, be sufficient for you. Can 
your union with some institution that elevates itself to a place 
of supplementing what is from God, or even usurping the 
messiah’s place be pleasing to Him? I can only answer that 
question for myself. 
79 Hilltop Drive, Kerville, TX 78028 
jedele@ktc.com 
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RIGHTEOUSNESS 
AND THE LAW 





By Given O. Blakely 

"For circumcision is indeed profitable if you keep the law; 
but if you are a breaker of the law, your circumcision has 
become uncircumcision. Therefore, if an uncircumcised man 
keeps the nghteous requirements of the law, will not his 
uncircumcision be counted as circumcision? And will not the 
physically uncircumcised, if he fulfills the law, judge you 
who, even with your written code and circumcision, are a 
transgressor of the law? For he is not a Jew who is one 
outwardly, nor is circumcision that which is outward in the 
flesh; but he is a Jew who is one inwardly; and circumcision 
is that of the heart, in the Spirit, not in the letter, whose praise 
is not from men but from God. (Rom 2:25-29, NKJV) 


After Abraham, and prior to Christ, righteousness, or spiritual 
life, was not promised because men were circumcised, but 
ONLY if they did precisely what the Law said. For example, 
although circumcision was a “sign and a seal" of the 
righteousness Abraham possessed, . being circumcised, 
circumcision is not what made Abraham nghteous. Rather, it 
confirmed that Abraham had been made nghteous. As it is 
written, “He received circumcision as a sign or seal of the 
righteousness which he lad by faith while he was still 
uncircumcised” (Rom 4:11, RSV). For Abraham, as with 
those in Christ Jesus, righteousness was Righteous through 
faith. | 
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However, that was NOT the case under the Law. The Law did 
NOT require faith, nor was it based upon faith. It was purely a 
system of doing — a Divinely tmposed discipline that offered 
life to all who flawlessly and consistently kept and obeyed 
every single one of its commands and tenets. Not a solitary 
deviation was permitted. For this reason there is no single 
reference to faith or believing in all of the Law, with its 
commandments, ordinances, and _ procedures. This 
circumstance is the reason for the statement, "And the law is 
not of faith: but, The man that doeth them shall live in them." 
Other versions even accentuate this remarkable statement. 
"But the law does not rest on fatth; on the contrary, ‘Whoever 
does the works of the law will live by them’ (NRSV), “The 
law 1s not based on faith; on the contrary, ‘The man who does 
these things will live by them’.” 


Allow me to establish this point again, for it is pertinent to 
our subject: "Real Circumcision.” What is experienced in 
Christ was never expenenced prior to Him, Inward change 
was never effected prior to Christ as it is in Him. In order to 
establish this point, it is essential to again affirm how 
righteousness was presented under the Law. It was SOLELY 
in the hands of those who received the Law. No righteousness 
— not even the most minute aspect or degree of it was offered 
independently of DOING thoroughly and invariably what 
God had commanded. 


Hear it again from the words of Moses. "Ye shall therefore 
keep my statutes, and my judgments: which if a man DO, he 
shall live in them: I am the LORD" (Lev 18:5). Permit me to 
call Nehemiah to the witness stand. “.. . yet they dealt 
proudly, and hearkened not unto Thy commandments, but 
sinned against Thy judgments, (which if a man DO, he shall 
live tn them)" (Neh 9:29). Hear Ezekiel the prophet affirm the 
same thing. "And 1 gave them my statutes, and showed them 
my judgments, which if a man DO, he shall even live in 
them" (Ezek 20:11). Hear the Lord Jesus Himself as He spoke 
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same thing. "And I gave them my statutes, and showed them 
my judgments, which if a man DO, he shall even live in 
them" (Ezek 20:11). Hear the Lord Jesus Himself as He spoke 
to a man inquiring what he should DO to inherit eternal life. 
After telling him to keep the commandments, Jesus "said unto 
him, Thou hast answered right: this DO, and thou shalt live" 
(Lk 10:28). Again, the Spirit says to the Galatians, who were 
retrogressing to Law for justification, ‘And the law is not of 
faith: but, The man that DOETH them shall live in them (Gal. 
3¢ FD). 


When it comes to becoming righteous, or being alive to God, 
it cannot be achieved by Law -— any law. The Law of Moses, 
the basis for the covenant God made with Israel stood for all 
Law. In the sense of a moral code, or a series of related 
commandments, nowhere are those in Christ said to have 
received a better Law, a more precise Law, or a more 
powerful Law. Rather, we are said to be given a “better 
COVENANT, which was_ established upon better 
PROMISES” ((Heb. 8:6). 


And so is it any wonder that in churches of Christ we have 
Life that is now offered on a different basis — one that 
depends upon the achievements of Another. This by no means 
suggests we afe not involved in the matter. It DOES mean our 
involvement is not the basis or foundation of the conferment 
of righteousness. Our righteousness — the righteousness that 
“comes from God" (Phil 3:9) ~— does not come because we 
have achieved flawless obedience, but because we have 
believed the record God has given of His Son (1 John 5:10- 
11). How gloriously superior this is the mghteousness which 
is of the Law.” 


406 S. Sergeant Aye., Joplin, Missouri 64801 


GivenB@aol.com 
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THE LAW OF CHRIST 





By Amold Hardin 


In a previous article we briefly wrote of the purpose of 
the law of Moses. In Paul’s discussion of the errors involved 
in viewing law as a means of salvation, he underscored it’s 
terrors as God’s means of leading sinners to raith in Christ 
(Gal. 3:19-29). It is absolutely incredible that the majority of 
brethren believe that though it is true that we are not saved by 
the law of Moses, yet, we are, at least in part, saved by a new 
“law of Christ.” 


The law of Moses was a JUDGE, a demanding 
HUSBAND, a JAILOR, and a slave-guardian. Would a 
LEGAL SYSTEM of law given through Christ be any less 
severe? Paul’s picture of the terrors of law in Romans 7, and 
cries out for the only escape which is by God’s grace in 
Christ. The terrors of the law were dramatically shown at Mt. 
Sinai by the crushing bolts of lightening, thunder, fire and the 
shaking of the mountain. They cried out for Moses to speak 
to them but not the voice of God. Yet our brethren wish to 
place us under still another system of law. Legalism, a 
dependence of law-keeping 1s man’s worst pride and 
damnation. Human righteousness has always been man’s 
barrier to faith in Chnst (Rom. 10). 


In Burton Cofftnan’s commentary of Galatians he 
says, “There was of necessity a change of the law (Heb. 7:12). 
It 1s that change which Paul discussed in the above chapter, 
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the change from the law of Moses to the law of Christ” (Gal. 
p. 69). 


Paul wrote, “Bear you one another’s burdens, and so 
fulfill the law of Christ” (Gal. 6:2). Coffman cites some 
seven scholars denying the meaning of “law of Chnst” as 
being that of Christ set over against Moses as a new lawgiver. 
But all of them agreeing that the “law of Christ is none other 
than the law of love (Gal. p. 104. Included in that group was 
J. W. McGarvey who wrote that the law of Christ bids us to 
love one another. Coffman then wrote: “All of the 
interpretations cited above make bearing burdens to be 
inclusive of the larger principle of ‘love your neighbor’”. 
Coffman again: “As for the allegation that ‘the law of Christ 
is not a law in the legal sense;, there is not way to read ‘Law 
of Christ’ except in the sense of “God’s law’; and how could 
divine law be defined as not being tn a legal sense? The very 
term legal means ‘pertinent to or conformity to law’. So the 
proposition means Christ’s law is not pertinent to law. Sucha 
notion must be rejected. Moses was the type of Christ, and 
Christ surpassed Moses being the lawgiver for all mankind.” 

Remember, dear brethren, that Calvary did not qualify 
to be a lawgiver for all mankind; but it did qualify him to be 
the Savior of all including those that had lived in spiritual 
incarceration under the law of Moses. “The law came through 
Moses but grace and truth came through Christ.” Why have 
SO many quit in despair? Because they were deceived into 
choosing law over grace. What hope is there under law? 


“But now that faith is come” (Gal. 3:23). What is 
faith that has come? It either refers to Christ or to sinner’s 
faith/trust in him. Is it not both? Coffman again: He denies 
that faith as used by Paul means faith/trust. He says the 
normal meaning 1s reliability, or fidelity, but not faith/trust. 
So when Paul spoke of “justified by faith” he was using faith 
as a reference to historical Christianity. Therefore concerning 
Galatians 3:23 he says, “Note that faith is stiJl being used tn 
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the sense of the historical arrival of the Christian religion, 
having no reference at all to subjective trust/faith of 
individuals.” 


Our brethren who so constme the law of Christ will at 
least admit, though timidly, that we are initially saved by 
grace, but then we are kept by law. This was the error Paul 
was fighting. Even our brother Coffman admits that with 
Christians “perfect obedience is not possible.” What then 
brethren? How utterly thankful we ought to be that “we are 
not under law but under grace (Rom. 6:14). Under no law at 
all? Paul was speaking of the condemnation of law (Rom. 8). 
Law can only condemn and kill; it cannot give life. Choose 
life in Christ. | 

a McCutcheon, Dallas, Texas 715227 





Overview of the Book of Ephesians 
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By Dr. Dallas Burdette | Part 1 


The Book of Ephesians extols the Gospel of Christ. 
This perception is generally not recognizable to many 
Christians because they do not pickup on the word mystery. 
Paul unfolds God’s grace in this short Epistle. He discloses 
that the “mystery” kept hidden from ages past ts all about the 
revelation of God’s salvation made available to all who 
believe in His Son Jesus Christ. For one to really and truly 
appreciate the miracle of God’s blessings, one needs to count 
the number of times that one encounters the prepositions “in” 
and “through.” The miracle of “rebirth” is even greater neal 
raising the dead physically and making the physically blind to 
see, The overall theme in this book is hidden f’om many 
devout and sincere believers. 


The question that confronts everyone 1s: Why have so 
many Christians failed to grasp the significance of this book? 
The answer lies, so it seems, in the practice of proof-texting 
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in order to advance certain doctrinal beliefs based upon 
ceftain texts cited out of context. The source of many 
divisions today within the Churches of Christ is created when 
individuals invariably isolate Scripture from its context and 
then absolutize these Scriptures to teach what its author(s) did 
not intend. Some Christians read the Holy Writings through 
the narrow lens inherited from their forefathers. As a result of 
arbitrarily choosing one text to arrive at a certain dogmatic 
position, Christians, as a whole, have failed to read the book 
as a book. 

One classic example of piece-meal reading is the 
philosophy that it 1s sinful to praise God with instruments of 
music in the so-called worship service. The idea that it 1s 
wrong to employ instruments of music in the public gathering 
of the church ts culturally conditioned upon traditions handed 
down from one generation to the next. This study seeks to 
avoid manipulation of biblical maternal in order .to support 
prior ecclesiastical interest of a select few. What one 
discovers within certain circles within the Christian 
community is a “theology” of preachers and elders who wish 
to maintain their so-called distinctive roles as “defenders of 
the faith.” As a result of this mentality, one discovers that 
language is distorted, evidence is ignored, and jogic goes out 
the window. One of the most familiar Scriptures in Ephesians 
is in 5:19. In addition to this famous citation, two other 
Scriptures from this book also take their place alongside 
Ephesians 5:19; these two Scriptures are 4:5 and 5:11. The 
following is a chart of these three Scriptures: 


Ephesians 5:11 Ephesians 5:19 Ephesians 4:4-6 
Have nothing todo | Spcak to one There is one body 
with the fruitless another with and one = Spirit— 
deeds of darkness, | psalms, hymns and just as you were 


but rather expose 
them. 


spintual songs. Sing 
and make music in 
your heart to the 
Lord. 


Ly 


called to one hope 
when 


you were 
called— * one Lord, 
one _ faith, one 
| baptism. 


This author, Dallas Burdette, cut his eyctecth, so to speak, 
on these three Scriptures. As a young preacher, I never read the 
Ephesiens as a book, but rather, 1 read this book in order to 
maintain that instrumental music was sinful.’ I then cited 
Ephesians 4:3—--“one faith”---to teach that anyone who advanced 
the Scripturalness of Sunday school, individual communion cups, 
wine in the Lord’s Supper, “breaking” the bread instead of 
‘pinching’ the bread, and so on were not a part of the “one faith.” It 
just so happened that the “one faith” was the doctnna) 
mterpretation of God’s Word as advanced by the “one-cup and non- 
Sunday school movement.” Then, I cited Ephesians 5:11 
concenung the “unfruitful works of darkness” to give validity to 
my separation from Chnsfians who disagreed with my 
interpretation of the Bible.’ These three Scriptures are still cited by 
many sincere believers in order to uphold their particular brand of 
orthodoxy. One objective of this essay 1s to liberate the Ephesians 
from the 19™ and 20 centuries of ecclesiastic assumptions. Many 
of the twenty-five or more divisions within the Churches of Christ 
stil hold to their own historic position as handed down by their 
own unique fellowship. Hopefully the following analysis wil) assist 
_ Chrisfians in properly understanding the as a whole. 

It goes almost without saying that “belief refers to a 
person’s attitude toward a particular statement,” but, on the other 


' For a detailed study of the subject of instrumental music, see 
Dallas Burdette, “God Is A Lover of Music” {ON-LINE]. Available from 
http: www.freedominchrist.net (accessed 28 June 2002], under the 
caption BIBLICAL STUDIES and under the caption NEW TESTAMENT 
and then under the subheading EPHESIANS. 


? For a detailed study of the subject of the “one Faith” “see Dallas 
Burdette, “One Faith” [ON-LINE]. Available from 
http: www.freedominchrist.net (accessed 28 June 2002], under the caption 
BIBLICAL STUDIES and under. the caption NEW TESTAMENT and 
then under the subheading EPHESIANS. 


> For a detailed study of the subject of unfruitful works of 
darkness, see Dallas Burdette, “Unfmiitful Works of Darkness” [ON- 
LINE]. Available from http:www.freedominchrist.net (accessed 28 June 
2002}, under the caption BIBLICAL STUDIES and under the caption 
NEW TESTAMENT and then under the subheading EPHESIANS. 
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hand, “There is an important distinction between belief and truth. 
Truth is not relative, but belief is.“ Again, Virkler correctly points 
out: “Beliefs do not change objective reality, although they do 
change a person’s subjective reality.” 


As one approaches the Book of Ephesians, one stands 
in awe at the spintual blessings that one experiences “in” and 
“through” Jesus Christ. This book takes one back, as it were, 
into eternity past—“before the creation of the world” 

(Continued in next issue) | 


P. O. Box 20274, Montgomery, Alabama 36120 
Email: dburdette2 1@charter.net 
Web Site: www .freedominchrist_net 


Bound Volumes: We mentioned before that if the 2000/2001 
volume didn’t sell, that this would probably be the last b/vol 
that would be published. Thus far it hasn’t done very well so 
this will terminate the bound volume project. We will still 
offer loose copies of this and the following year’s issues. 


SSS ee ee 


Summer’s End: The warm weather here in Alabama is on 
the way out, it appears. I use to be bothered by the heat but 
no longer since my low blood count and thin blood makes 
warm weather welcome. The doctors have no idea what 
causes the low blood count--even after taking every test 
known to medical science. So if we escape the West Nile 
virus we may live a few more days. Editor 


“ Henry A. Virkler, 4 Christian's Guide to Critical Thinking 
(Nashville. Thomas Nelson, 1993), 90. See also Gordon D. Fee & 
Douglas Stuast, How to Read the Bible jor All Its Worth: A Guide to 
Understanding the Bible (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1982) for an 
excellent treatment of how to read in context. 
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THE GOSPEL AND 
ABRAHAM 


By R. L. Kilpatrick 


(Continuing the thoughts of the September 
issue) 


For the Apostles to have said something historically 
relevant for our generation, would it not indicate that the 
history of God’s people is continuous? — which might 
indicate that the age of revelation is continuous, that the 
kingdom is not yet established, or any amount of changes 
may yet take place — and that even salvation itself may yet 
be future? 


Stil! it 1s obvious that as long as you have people 
living and breathing you will have the passage of time and 
therefore history in a chronological sense. God’s people are 
living human beings who exist in time, therefore history 1s 
inevitable. But we must understand that the kingdom of 
heaven is a spiritual tangdom, and in the spiritual realm 
“time” as we know it does not exist. Spiritually, and since 
time 1s unknown as we humans understand it, thing that 
transpired in that first century still stand, fixed, final, the 
faith delivered. The day of worship is the perpetual day, for 
our bodies are offered on the altar of hfe as a living 
perpetual sacrifice. John was not writing to us in this 
century with further doctrinal instructions not yet given by 
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Other apostles. Just as Moses wrote when he finished the 
Ten Commandments, “and he (God) added no more” (Deut. 
5:22). 

John’s desire to explain to the “Elect Lady” the 
story of redemption would have been in person rather than 
by “pen and ink.” But what could he tell them except that 
the Old Covenant has become finalized, fulfilled, that the 
world has been judged, found guilty and punished in Christ 
Jesus, our Substitute. 


This may seem a long way around in getting to the 
story of Abraham and the Gospel. But it is vital that we 
create some interest before we take up his story. 


ABRAHAM: THE MAN OF FAITH 


With the exception of Jesus, Abraham is probably 
the most central figure in all the Bible. He appears fiom 
Genesis 11 throughout most of the remainder of the Bible, 
not only as a great man of faith but also as the spiritual 
leader of all the faithful. 


“What then shall we say about Abraham, our 
forefather according to the flesh? For if Abraham was 
justified by works, he has something to boast about, but not 
before God. For what does the scriptures say? ‘Abraham 
believed God, and it was reckoned to him as 
righteousness’” (Rom. 4:1-3; cf. Gen. 15:6). 


In this area we should try not to become confitsed 
about man’s faith and character—they are not the same. 
The faith that God declared of Abraham was not based on 
his moral goodness. The faith that God reckoned as 
righteousness was and 1§ a “spiritual” relationship. There 
is also a tendency to think of imputed righteousness as a 
moral condition, which is transferred to the sinner heart or 
character. There is no such transfer. It was Abraham’s 
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“faith” (the belief that God would make of his seed a great 
nation and through that seed He would bless all nations) 
that was bestowed on him for righteousness. It was not 
Abraham’s moral character that was bestowed, for just as 
Paul wrote that Abraham had many great qualities in which 
To boast “but not before God” (Rom. 4:2). Paul also 
pointed out in Romans 3:10 that there was no (true) 
righteousness on the earth, not even among the Jews — and 
especially among the Jews. “None is righteous, no, not 
one.” Those devastating verses in 3:9-18 was speaking of 
the Jews because Paul ended with “Now we know that 
whatever the law says it speaks to those who are under the 
law.” All those sinful actions mentioned in verses 9-18 can 
be found in the Old Testament. The Jews were the ones 
under law. In chapters | through 3 Paul’s aim was to show 
that al! that mankind was able to accomplish by his own 
hands was unrighteous and fell under the wrath of God, that 
no righteousness existed “without law” and none existed 
“under faw” —which would include the whole world. Even 
faith is a matter out of hands of man. Faith is from God, 
and because it ‘s, there is no room for personal 
accomplishments; “So that every mouth may be stopped, 
and the whole world may be held accountable to God.” 
(3:19). Man in-and-of-himself - man alone, has _ no 
redeeming virtue of which God may reckon as 
righteousness. Note that in 4:20 Paul said that Abraham 
gave glory to God, fully convinced that that God was able 
to do what he had promised. This is further reason why 
faith was reckoned to Abraham because he gave God the 
glory. And faith according to the Hebrew letter is the 
substance of things hoped for, the conviction of things not 
seen(11:1). Saving faith involves trust. Trust is essential 
for salvation, without it faith becomes the faith of James 2 
which even the devils possessed. “And without faith it ts 
impossible to please him. For whoever would draw near to 
God must believe that he exists and that he rewards those 
who seek him” (Heb. 11:6). 
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GOSPEL PREACHED TO ABRAHAM 


What follows may seem like an aside to the main article but 
I can assure you that it contains a vital and powerful truth 
pertaining to Abraham. I am refering to a complicated 
verse penned by Paul to the Galatians. I wrote on this 
subject several years ago and I hauled out the article and 
reread it. When I read it I said to myself—What in the 
world was I talking about? It made perfect sense the time. 
The verse is contained in Galatians 3:8:“Now, a mediator 
is not a mediator of one, but God is one.” Willian: Barclay 
said that this verse of scripture is one of the most difficult 
passage ever penned by Paul, that there were over three 
hundred interpretations given to it. On the face of it, it 
would: seem presumptuous for us to think we might grasp 
its meaning. However if we know something of Paul’s 
method of argument, his mind-set, and if we keep the 
subject in context, there seems to be no reason why we 
can’t master it. Contrary to what some may think, Paul 
does not wander all over the place in his reasoning. He 
never deviates. His arguments run in a straight line fiom 
beginning to end. The first part of the passage seems simple 
enough, “A mediator is not a mediator of one.” Naturally 
before one can mediate there has to be two parties. At Sinai 
the party of the first part was God and the party of the 
second part was Israel. That makes two parties, God and 
Israel. If God was one of the parties. then what did Paul 
mean by adding “but God is one” when he had just pointed 
out that God was one of the two parties? In this 
arrangement, Moses was the mediator. He was chosen to 
arrange the terms of the agreement. There were condition 
to be met by both sides and the first violation rendered the 
covenant null and void. God said: “/f you will obey my 
voice indeed, and keep my covenant, then you shall be a 
peculiar people: for all the earth is mine. And you shall be 
fo me a kingdom of priests, and a holy nation...” (Ex. 
19:5,6).To this covenant Israel had already given her 
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consent ’All that the Lord has said we will do.” It is well 
known that the covenant was broken before Moses came 
down from the mountain. First, Paul’s primary aim in 
Galatians is to show the superiority of faith over law. The 
setting is the covenant given at Mount Sinai and the 
promise given to Abraham in Genesis | 2ff. 


God’s promise to Abraham 
The promise to Abraham was unconditionaj. There 
was no way that it could be broken not even unfaithfulness 
on the part of Israel (Rom. 3:3-4), and it was believed and 
accepted by faith. In this sense God is one. There was no 
other party — just God and his promise. But the covenant 
made at Sinai involved two: A mediator is not a mediator 
of one, but two-- God and Israel. This covenant was a law 
covenant and was based on “doing” the commandments 
which could be and was broken. God did not immediately 
call Israel to account and they were allowed to live out their 
lives under God’s grace until the “seed should come” at 
which time God called them to pay the supreme penalty at 
Calvary. I pray that what we have written clarifies 
somewhat the difficulty of Galatians 3:8. 
2710 Day Road, Huntsville, AL 3580] 
Email: kilpatnck20@comcast.net 
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By Given O. Blakely 


“They eagerly seek you, not commendably, but 
they wish to shut you out, in order that you may 
seek them” (Gai. 4:17 NASV). 
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The church at Galatia had dnfted back into a system of 
Law — an approach to being accepted by God that relies 
upon human discipline and procedures. Those who would 
tum us aside from Christ are zealous to do so, as the text 
indicates! As a rule, they write more books, capitalize more 
upon the media, and speak more and longer. 


In the case of the Galatians, false teachers were luring them 
with raw regimen, lifeless liturgy, and powerless principles. 
They placed the matter of salvation entirely in the hands of 
men, with little or no place for God or Christ. Theirs was a 
religion of form without power. As attractive as the 
objective of these teachers may have appeared, the Spirit 
calls it "not well," (KJV) "no good purpose," (RSV) or "no 
good.” (NIV). By this, the Spirit means their intentions did 
not blend with Divine objectives, and thus would yield no 
real benefit to the people. 


Rather than strengthening the Galatians by enabling them to 
"grow up into Christ in all things" (Eph 4:15), these 
teachers were feathering their own nest. They were 
providing for themselves, not the saints, or the glory of 
God. They bore a remarkable likeness to the cursed 
shepherds of Ezekiel's time. “Woe to the shepherds of Israel 
who only take care of themselves . . .You eat the curds, 
clothe yourselves with the wool and slaughter the choice 
animals, but you do not take care of the flock. You have not 
strengthened the weak or healed the sick or bound up the 
injured. You have not brought back the strays or searched 
for the lost. You have ruled them harshly and brutality” 
(Ezek.34:2b-4, NIV). 


Law -- even the best of laws -- tends to bondage and death! 
It assumes the hearers are basically wayward, and must be 
held back from doing evil. This is an approach that makes 
very little of the new birth, reconciliation to God, or being 


167 


translated into the kingdom of God's dear Son. That is why 
those insisting on the law-principle for justification become 
vulnerable to the devil. As soon as they begin to depend on 
their own strength, a door is opened to the evil one to work 
with and in them. 


Speaking of the Law as a means to justification, the Spirit 
calls it "the letter [that] kills . . . the ministry of death . . .the 
ministry of condemnation . . . what was set aside" (2 Cor 3: 
6-11). Law never did, nor does it now, create or sustain 
spiritual life. It was not given for that purpose. Rather, it 
was given "that every mouth might be stopped, and all the 
world become guilty before God" (Rom 3:19)! That ts, it 
was given to produce a deep sense of need for a Savior and 
Intercessor. 


It is never enough simply to be told what should be done 
and what should not be done. Salvation is not a mere matter 
of education. It involves the procurement of life from God — 
something the Law cannot ettect. Life cannot be given or 
sustained by law.The false teachers of this text -- legalists 
in a wicked sense -- were seeking to "exclude" the 
Galatians. The NIV leaves a wrong impression at this point, 
saying "alienate you from us." While that was no doubt the 
immediate intention of these teachers, that was not the 
intention of the devil who motivated them. The:r doctrine 
resulted in exclusion from Christ! They were seeking to 
"shut them out" from Christ. Later the Spirit affirms this is 
precisely what would result from seeking to be justified by 
law. "You have been severed from Christ, you who are 
seeking to be justified by law; you have fallen from grace" 
(Gal 5:4, NASB), Thus the wicked intent of teaching 
justification by a system of Law would be realized. 


If, in Jesus, we become "dead to the Law," the opposite is 
also true. Coming to God on the basis of law, we become 
dead to Jesus. This evil work may be done in the name of 
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scholarship and faithfilness, but it is still evil! Teachers 
who bring us to the Law for justification, take us away from 
Jesus, thereby making us vulnerable to Satan, sin, and the 
flesh! They are no friends to us who lead us from the 
Savior! Those who color the Law so as to lure us to it, 
shroud the face of Jesus so we cannot see Him. The Law 
never did, and never can, justify the sinner! 


These realties do not demean the Law, or suggest that it is 
not “holy,“ “just," and "good" (Rom 7:12). The "law is 
spiritual,” reflecting the Divine image in words. However, it 
is "weak through [or because of] the flesh" (Rom 8:3). Its 
demands cannot be met by those who are guilty of sin. It 
requires more than they can give. It is a sin of enormous 
magnitude to lead professed believers back to the law for 
Divine acceptance. That will exclude from Jesus. under the 
Law and experience a Savior at the same time. The Law did 
not announce a Savior, made no provision for one, and did 
not declare we needed one. But for those who took it 
seriously, a deep sense of a need for deliverance was 
developed in the heart. That need is met in Jesus and in 
Jesus alone. 


PRAYER POINT: Father, I respect and love Your 
Law. It has defined sin for me, and faithfully led 
me to Your only begotten Son. In Jesus’ name, | 
thank You He has done what I could not do, that I 
might do Your will acceptably. 


406 S. Sergeant Ave, Joplin, Missoun 64801 


GivenB@aol.com 
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By Neal Griffin 


Can man be saved by the performance of rituals? Is 
salvation the accomplishment of man or is it the sole 
accomplishment of God? That is the question. 


The rich young ruler of Matthew Chapter nineteen came 
seelang just such a ritual whereby he could "gain" eternal 
life by his own effort. He was accustomed to paying his 
own way, but Jesus explained tn verse 26 that salvation is 
not accomplished in such a manner. He said that such 
accomplishment on the part of man ts “impossible”. 


If any ritual on the part of man can accomplish salvation 
then salvation is the accomplishment of man, but salvation 
is of God. It is a free gift from God. To argue otherwise is 
to deny this very important Bible principle. I don't know 
whether this is merely an interesting paradox or if it is a 
contradiction of sorts, but my brethren who would impose 
“essentials on us will concede that Jesus saves. How can 
this be? Jesus saves---but water baptism saves? Can we 
have it both ways? Jesus says, “impossible.” 


Jesus’ death on the cross was adequate to accomplish 
salvation but some deny this. Perhaps this illustration will 


make their position clearer: To them a person who has 
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heard, believed, repented, and confessed is yet lost because 
he has not been water baptized. He is lost without it, but 
saved with it. Dear reader, it should be clear that this 
ascribes saving power to water baptism. If we are tost 
without it but saved with it then we are saved BY it. This 
argues that salvation is accomplished by man in his 
perfortnance of it. Jesus says, “impossible.” 


But, what about faith? These same brethren argue that 
faith is an accomplishment of man. Is _ faith an 
accomplishment of man? Most definitely not, and for at 
least two reasons. Faith cannot be construed to mean the 
performance of a ritual, and secondly faith is a gift from 
God. God gave us a measure of faith and granted us 
repentance. Man cannot lay claim to salvation because he 
is smart enough to believe and change his mind. Man can 
lay claim to salvation only by reason of what Christ has 
done. Man owns nothing of comparable value by which he 
can bargain with God for salvation. He owns nothing of 
which God covets, and it 1s insulting for anyone to try to 
pay our gracious Host for His free gift. God gives us faith 
and then declares us nghteous because we have it. A better 
description of “free”, there is none. 


Abraham believed God and it was imputed to him for 
righteousness. Abraham was not a righteous man except 
for the fact that God declared him so and the same ts true 
for us today. Romans 4:21-24. But what about Abraham's 
obedience? Abraham's obedience merely demonstrated his 
faith, He was counted nghteous by reason of his faith and 
not by reason of his demonstration of it. Obedience is a 
demonstration of saving faith but not the essence of it. 
Abraham was counted righteous before he sacrificed his 
son. Our righteousness 1s also a declared nghteousness. It 
is not based on our goodness. We are saved by reason of 
the goodness of God. Our attitudes concerning our own 
righteous works as they relate to salvation should be that 
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they are no better than filthy rags or dung hills. We are 
declared righteous because of what Jesus did. It was His 
righteous works that eared salvation for us. 


Yes, salvation is the accomplishment of God. It is His free 
gift and it should be a small matter for man to put aside his 
arrogant pride and gratefully accept it. To God belongs the 
glory for our salvation. To trust in anything else is to fall 
from grace. 


In what do you trust for salvation? Is it in your nghteous 
performance of rituals?; Your obedient law-keeping?; Your 
church membership? The Bible recommends Jesus. It was 
He Who owned something of enough value to bargain with 
God. It was He Who paid our entire ransom price. It was 
He Who purchased us with His own blood. To Him belongs 
the glory. 


10514 Bar X Trail, Helotes, Texas 78023 
Email: ngnftin!2@aol.com 
http://www. geocities.convheartland/blufts/425 5 





Overview of the Book of Ephesians 
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By Dr. Dallas Burdette Part 2 


This essay 1s designed to call attention to the context 
in seeking to understand what the “one faith” is about in 
Ephesians 4:5. My objective in writing on this subject is to 
try to bring about untty among God's people. This verse is 
one of the most abused passages within the Word of God. 
This passage is employed by almost every party (twenty- 
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five or more) divisions within the Churches of Christ to 
uphold its factional stance. Christians who cite this verse 
are sincere, but, at the same time, one still needs to go back 
to the context in order to correctly understand this most 
misunderstood phrase. May God help each of us to handle 
correctly His Holy Word. 


It goes almost without saying that “behef refers to a 
person’s attitude toward a particular statement,” but, on the 
other hand, “There is an important distinction between 
belief and truth. Truth is not relative, but belief is.”’ Again, 
Virkler correctly points out: “Beliefs do not change 
objective reality, although they do change a person’s 
subjective reality.”” Instead of decontexualizing Ephesians 
fiom its past, this essay seeks to recontexualize the Book of 
Ephesians in terns of Paul’s own agenda. One should heed 
the words of Anthony C. Thiselton, when he calls attention 
to the application that certain individuals make in their 
interpretation of the New Testament as being “no more than 
a manipulative mouthpiese for the interpreter’s own 
conviction.” 


As one approaches the Book of Ephesians, one 
stands in awe at the spiritual blessings that one experiences 
“in” and “through” Jesus Christ. This book takes one back, 
as it were, into eternity past—“before the creation of the 


' Henry A. Virkler, 4 Christian's Guide to Critical Thinking 
(Nashville: Thomas Nelson, 1993), 90. See also Gordon D. Fee & 
Douglas Stuart, How to Read the Bible for All [ts Worth: A Guide to 
Understanding the Bible (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1982) for an 
excelfent treatment of how to read in context. 


2 Ibid. 


* See Anthony C. Thiselton, “New Testament Interpretation in 
Historical Perspective,” in Joel B. Green, ed., Hearing the New 
Testament (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1995), 32. 
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world ” (Eph. 1:9).* Yes, Paul begins this book with the 
development of the “mystery” of God before the creation of 
the world (1:3-14) and ends this book with a request for the 
stamina of courage to make known the “mystery” of God, 
which is the Gospel of Christ (6:19). In the first three 
chapters, Paul expands this mystery, and in the last three 
chapters, he sets forth the implications of this mystery of 
God’s will in the lives of God’s people. 


The central thrust of the Epistle appears to be the 
development of the “mystery” of God. Following Paul’s 
presentation of this “mystery” in the first three chapters, 
Paul sets forth the implications of this mystery in the daily 
lives of God’s people. The word mystery appears seven 
times in this short epistle (1:9; 3:3, 4, 6, 9; 5:32; 6:19). If 
one neglects to grasp the fuJl import of this mystery in the 
Book of Ephesians, then one fails to appreciate the thrust 
of Pauls arguments throughout the epistle for unity among 
the people of God and holiness as one’s way of life-— 
twenty-four hours a day, not just one day a week on 
Sundays. If one does not care to state the overall subject of 
this Epistle in one’s interpretation, one will not get the full 
picture of the Book of Ephesians. This book has one 
central theme —the unfolding of God’s mystery, “which for 
ages past was kept hidden in God, who created all things” 
(3:9). Paul employs restatement about the “mystery” of 
God in order to draw atiention to the essential focus of this 
Epistle. 


If one wrenches citations from this book without 
cognition of its overall theme, one will ultimately utilize 
certain verses as launching pads for one’s own opinions or 
to uphold one’s own traditions. For example, some 
Christians cite 1:3-14 in order to give credence to their 


* All Scripture citations are from The New International 
Version (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1984). 
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erroneous views concerning predestination (Calvinistic 
theology}—some predestined to go to Hell or Heaven 
without regard to faith in Jesus. Still, there are other 
Christians who cite 4:5 (“one faith”) to advance the notion 
that Paul is setting forth their particular brand of orthodoxy. 
Yet, there is another group of believers who cite 5:19 as 
justification for rejection of instrumental music in corporate 
worship. If one neglects to read the Book of Ephesians as a 
whole, one can easily bend the Scriptures to conform to 
his/her own thoughts. In other words, what one hears is not 
the voice of God, but rather one’s own voice. Haddon W. 
Robinson is therefore right when he says, 


Having selected the passage, however, an 
expositor must allow it to speak for itself. Too often a 
passage will not say what we expected it to say. 
Topical exposition faces the special danger that the 
preacher will read something into the scriptural 
account in order to read something significant out of it. 
He may resort to “proof texts’ for favorite doctrines by 
ignoring completely the context in which a passage 
lies. He may be tempted to transform a biblical author 
into a modern psychologist by insisting that he say in a 
sermon what he never said in the Bible. Topical 
exposition differs frrm the so-called topical sermon, 
therefore, in that the thought of the Scripture must 
shape all that is said in defining and developing the 
topic.” 

P. O. Box 20274, Montgomery, Alabama 
Email: dburdette21@charter.net 
Web: www.freedominchrist net 





> Haddon W. Robinson, Biblical Preaching: The Development 
and Delivery of Expository Messages (Grand Rapids: Michigan: Baker, 
2000), 57. 
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SALVATION: 
_GRACE CONDITIONS _ 


————— Se —- —— 








By Arnold Hardin 


Qne can scarcely engage in a class in study relative to 
Romans and Galatians without running headlong into the objection 
that we must not be guilty of speaking of salvation by grace 
(alone); but that there are conditions to be met. “Saved by grace 
through faith, not of yourselves, it is the gift of God; not of works 
lest anyone should boast” (Eph. 2:8). Grace is God’s part; faith is 
man’s response. Why is this viewed as an enigma? 


Are aliens saved by grace (alone)? Isn’t grace the only 
source, ground of salvation? But an avalanche of legalistic 
Opposition comes hurling down. One will be accused of denying 
that any conditions (law) are given for aliens to obey and then also 
on Christians. You might try reading Romans 11:6 ~— “But it is by 
grace, it is no longer on the basis of works.” But most just don’t 
get it. 


Aliens and works? Paul has just ruled out works of law 
“What must we do to do the works of God,” the Jews asked of 
Christ. “Believe on him whom he has sent” replied Jesus. 
Faith/trust is the only condition upon aliens. But wait one minute, 
you are denying baptism’s role as a condition of salvation “The 
gospel in water” being baptism ts not a work of law but rather the 
embodiment of the only requirement matching grace and that is 
faith (Gal. 3:26-27). My brethren open your eyes and quit trying 
to mix law and grace, faith and works of law. 


What about conditions that Christians must meet? If 
salvation is by God’s grace through man’s faith then why bother 
with trying to obey whatever Christ requires? Can one be in 
eamest reasoning in such a fashton? When one realizes the horror 
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of sin and damnation and then tums to God and His Son for 
salvation and protection from evil; that one will not be able to 
honestly reason that he or she will add merit to salvation by 
meeting conditions imposed upon faith, “Love is the fulfilling of 
the law.” We have a civil war raging within us (Rom. 7; Gal. 
5:17) and so we will never love as we should. We will never rise 
above the tormenting fact of sin (1 John 1:8-10). John says if we 
confess our sins he is faithful to forgive. He didn’t mention that 
we must pray to be forgiven, just confess and forgiveness is 
granted as we are judged in Christ and not within ourselves. 


Brother McGarvey in his commentary on Romans clanfies 
this matter of grace and works if any will listen. He quotes 
Alford’s comments relative to Romans 11:6. “But if it 1s by grace, 
it is no more of works; otherwise grace is no more grace.” Alfred 
has pointed out that if we attempt to mix the two, grace and 
works, we destroy the meaning of each. 


McGarvey wrote “he means that grace and works are 
absolutely antithetically and mutually exclusive. Paul is talking 
about works of the law, not about the gospel terms or conditions of 
salvation. These terms are faith, repentance and baptism.” He 
went on to show that complying with conditions of faith merit 
nothing and that the works of a Christian merit for salvation is and 
always will be according to “the election of grace.” 


And so is it any wonder that in churches of Christ we have 
some two - dozen major divisions? We act as though we are 
religiously “mad” while trying to put into place our ideas of what 
the pattern or conditions meeting should look like. I though I’d 
heard them all but I’ve just read of a new one. Someone wrote to 
Gospel Minutes asking if there is any Scripture concerning men 
being seated on the front pew in order to “wait on the table.” The 
inquirer said they had young fathers that wished to be with their 
children and so they were discriminated against being not used at 
all. Americans love their cars; our brethren are in love with 
religious laws. We scarcely settle down from dividing over one 
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until we invent another. We are so fond of “works: of law” we 
invent silly ones. 


This matter of salvation was settled at Calvary. But it just 
seems too good to be true. Surely our “obedience of faith” must 
contribute something to the equation of salvation. Aren’t we to 
obey everything required? Absolutely. Who disputes such? But 
our obedience is far short of perfection which God requires. Our 
righteousness under law is as “filthy rags.” Our Lord settled this 
matter but most won’t listen when he said, “When you have done 
all that 1s commanded still say we are unprofitable servants.” 
Legalistic pride will kill; only God’s grace can save. Do not walk 
up to the cross and arrogantly place your wreath of legalistic 
works there as a declaration that his death was insufficient. 


Moses received the tables of stone containing the law. 
Before he could deliver it the people were violating it. Moses 
destroyed the two tablets. God gave Moses a second pair. When 
he came down to the people he brought two things. The law that 
condemned the sinner and the pattern of the tabernacle which 
pointed to Christ (Heb..8:5; 9:11-12). 


The law was hidden in the Ark of the Covenant. This law 
demanded punishment and cried out for justice; but God placed 
over the law what was called “the Mercy Seat.” It was a picture of 
the Lord Jesus Christ. (Rom. 3:25) 


“Propitiation” literally means “mercy seat.” The coming of 
Christ proved the exceeding sinfulness of sin; and by dying his 
blood opened a way whereby guilty, godless, hopeless, lawless 
sinners could be declared righteous (Ex. 12:13). 


The results? “that the righteousness of the law might be 
fulfilled in us, who walk not after the flesh, but after the Spirit” 
(Rom. 8:4). Fulfilled in us, not by us. Because we are in Christ 
Jesus we possess God’s imputed righteousness. We accept what 
Chnist has done for us, and puts it to our account. 
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As now God sees us in Christ we are, “To the praise 
of the glory of his grace, wherein he has made us accepted 
in the beloved. In whom we have redemption through his 
blood, the forgiveness of sins, according to the riches of his 
grace” (Eph. 1:6-7). 


“Accepted in the beloved.” Thank God for such 
acceptance! 


2722 McCutcheon, Dallas, Texas 75227 


THE PRINTING OF THE ENSIGN 


We are in sort of a bind here at present. My printer has had 
a massive stroke and she }s totally out of the picture at this 
time. I visited her in the hospital and she recognized me but 
I had to have an interpreter to understand her. Her mind 
doesn’t seem to be affected but I doubt that she will ever be 
normal enough to resume her printing. She is a devout 
Pentecostal and she has given us a break on prices starting 
about 10 years ago. The man who did odd jobs around the 
print shop has learned how to handle some of the printing 
routine--in fact he printed the September issue of the 
Ensign. 


On the other side, our new subscriptions are also 
going downhill. I am going to partly blame the internet for 
this situation. I met one man awhile back and he said that 
he enjoyed reading the Ensign. I ask him if he was a 
subscriber, since I didn’t recognize the name or the location, 
and he said no and that he read it on the internet. Some of 
you have sent in a number of new subs and that 1s 
appreciated. — Editor 
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MORE ON MEDIATORS 


By R. L. Kilpatrick 
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In the last issue, we didn’t quite finish with the 
subject of mediators Here is another aspect of the 
subject that may also presents some difficulty in 
understanding. 


Samuel wrote, “If a man sins against man, God will 
‘mediate for him; but if a man sins against the Lord, who can 
intercede for him” (1 Sam. 2:25)? The same thought is 
contained in Job 9:32-33): “For he is not a man, as I am, that I 
might answer him, that we should come to tnal together. 
There is no umpire between us who might lay his hand on us 
both.” (In place of “umpire” the KJV uses the quaint word 


“daysman”’). 


Samuel and Job were referring to a principle that is 
often overlooked in arbitration. If a man has a dispute with 
another man, 'than a mediator who has no special interest in 
the case can work for a fair settlement without bias for either 
side. One who is a total stranger to both parties is more 
capable of rendering sound judgment because he has no 
preference in the case — except to insure that a just verdict and 
an equitable solution is rendered. He can make decisions 
based upon the merits of the case. Ideally, an arbitrator’s 
concem, or lack of concer, must be equal toward both parties 
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in a dispute. But if, for example, he is a friend of one party, 
and knows not the other, his friendship is more likely to 
influence his decision that if he did not know either party. In 
such a case the mediator should recuse himself. 


On the other hand, if two brothers in a family have a 
disagreement that requires arbitration, then the father is 
qualified to mediate on behalf of both sons because he has the 
same love for each of them. 


All this has to do with mediation between persons, but 
as Samuel asked, if a man has a dispute with God who can 
qualify to serve as mediator? God can’t serve because he ts 
the offended party. No human can serve because he belongs 
to the offending party and has need of arbitration of himself 


This was the case between God and man from the very 
beginning. In Eden the covenant of life was broken. Man 
sinned against God. God was the offended party. And since 
“all men sin and fall short of the glory of God,” he, being 
human, cannot qualify as mediator — nor does God deal with 
sinners in such a direct fashion (for it is impossible for God to 
look upon sin). A heavenly being could not qualify as 
mediator because of his association with God, the offended 
party, and would be influenced to arbitrate in favor of heaven, 
just as earthly beings would be influenced in favor of 
mankind. Who then can represent both sides equitably. 


To qualify, first, one would have to be perfect. God 
does not bargain with sinners. He must be one who has the 
interest of both parties equally at heart. A mediator that had 
sins would be biased. Who can meet such qualifications? 
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“'. . God sent forth his son, born of woman...” in 
order that he might become related to God and man. “...A 
body thou hast prepared for me” (Heb. 10:5). God, the 
second person in the Godhead because flesh. “’Lo, I have 
come to do thy will.’ He abolished the first (covenant) in 
order to establish the second” (Heb. 10:9). it was essential 
that a new agreement be drawn up — that is if man is to be 
saved. And it was just as essential that God become flesh in 
order that he might establish a relationship between the Father 
and sinful man and that he might justly represent both sides. 
Jesus was both man and God. Concerning this Shedd says — 


“The mediator between God and man cannot be God only— 
A mediator supposes two parties between who he intervenes , 
but God is only party. Consequently, the mediator between 
between God and man must be related to both to be equal of 
either. He cannot simply be God, who 1s one of the parties, 
and has only one nature. Therefore the eternal Word must 
take man’s nature in union with himself, if he would be a 
mediator between God and man. As a Trinitarian person 
merely, he is not qualified to mediate between them.” (Wm. 
G.T. Shedd, dogmatic theology, Voll (Thomas Nelson 
Publshr, 1980), 360-1. 


The word of God came to earth to mediate a 
covenant, “not like the covenant that I made with their 
forefathers — which covenant they broke ... But this is the 
covenant which I will make with the house of Israel --- I will 
put my laws within them, and I will write it upon their hearts. 
And I will be their God, and they shall be my people ... I will 
forgive their iniquity, and I will remember their sin no more” 
(Jer. 31-33). Jesus brokered a powerful settlement between 
God and man! But that could never have happened unless 
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sin be dealt with first. The Hebrew writer wrote that Christ 
entered into the presence of God on our behalf but it was not 
to “offer himself repeatedly, as the high priest enters the Holy 
Place with blood not his own; for then he would have had to 
suffer repeatedly since the foundation of the world (certainly 
this is no way to deal with the problem of sin, RLK). But as 
it 1s, he has appeared once at the end of the age to put away 
sin by the sacrifice of himself’ (Heb. 9:25-26),. In other 
words, sin had to be eradicated as a factor in man’s salvation. 
It could no longer be a part of the equation or else Christ 
would have to die for each and every sin committed by each 
individual. 


The church has never come to grips with this great 
truth. We know that man still sins. But we have a shield. 
That shield is the cloak if Christ’s righteousness draped 
around each child of God. His righteousness is our 
righteousness. “For his sake he made him to be sin who knew 
no sin, so that we might become the righteousness of God” (2 
Cor. 5:21). “He is the source of your life in Christ Jesus, 
whom God has our wisdom, our righteousness and 
sanctification and redemption” (t Cor. 1:30). So then when 
Christ appears a second time again it will not be “to deal with 
sin” because he has already deait with it (Heb. 9:28). “For sin 
will have no dominion over you, since you are not under law 
but under grace” (Rom. 6:14). 


Another aspect of “dealing with sin” is the fact that 
Jesus is now seated at the nght hand of God in which he 1s 
perpetually offering himself as a “living sacrifice” for man’s 
sins. May I now ask “Where is man and his sins?” Are they 
not also with Christ who offers himself perpetually? “Who 
shall bring any charge against God’s elect” (Rom. 8:33). 
Satan can’t charge us because Jesus has already taken care of 
this when he and Satan stood before God in the Judgment 
scene. Neither can he charge us with law-breaking because 
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we afe not under law but under grace. The Christian simply 
cannot be charged with sin in a legal sense. We are in Christ 
who is seated at the right hand of God where our sins are 
perpetually forgiven. We will still sin but Christ is our shield. 
That is gospel! 


Brethren, these thing have been wnitten down for 
nearly two thousand years, isn’t it about time we set aside our 
sectarianism and start preaching and teaching the church and 
the world what the gospel of Christ really is. If we did, I 
believe the message would be so welcomed that people would 
find it irresistible. We would draw them into the kingdom 
rather than making it .seem like druggery and _ nearly 
impossible to attain. We are still legalistically bent. God 
wants to save us, not drive us deeper into sin. Think about it. 
Pray about it. It is Good News! 

2710 Day Road, Huntsville, Alabama 35801 
Email: kilpatrick20@comcast.net 
Web: www.ensignfair.org 
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Ephesians 1:3-14 
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By Dallas Burdette Part 3 


Paul breaks out into ecstatic praise as he reflects upon 
the spiritual blessings in Christ: “Praise be to the God and 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who has blessed us in the 
heavenly realms with every spiritual blessing in Christ 
(Ephesians 1:3). The spiritual blessings are not outside of 
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of the world: “For he chose us in him before the creation of 
the world to be holy and blameless in his sight” (1:4). The 
ones chosen are those who are “in him.” Paul develops this 
concept by saying: “In love ° he predestined us to be adopted 
as his sons through Jesus Christ” (1:5). Once more Paul 
stresses the place where all of this activity takes place: “In 
him we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of 
sins, in accordance with the riches of God’s grace * that he 
lavished on us with all wisdom and understanding” (1:7-8). 


In verses 3-8, Paul spells out the real meaning of the 
“mystery” in the Book of Ephesians. The choosing, the 
adoption, and the redemption are events that transpire “in” 
and “through” Him, the savior of humanity. The mystery of 
God is about His rich grace lavished on sinfiil beings “in the 
One he loves” (1:6). Paul established the details of this 
revelation of God’s mystery as having reference to Christ: 


And he” made known to us the mystery of his will 
according to his good pleasure, which he purposed 
in Christ, '’ to be put into effect when the times will 
have reached their fulfillment—to bring all things 
in heaven and on earth together under one head, 
even Christ (1:9-10). 


The above verses (1:3-10) detail the nature of the Gospel, 
which is described in this book as the “mystery of his will” 
(1:9). Now, Paul brings together two terms-—chosen and 
predestined—mentioned earlier (1:4-5) in order to 
demonstrate where all of this takes place: “In him we were 
also chosen, having been predestined according to the plan of 
him who works out everything in conformity with the purpose 
of his will” (1:11). The choosing and the predestination takes 
place in Jesus Christ, which is the mystery kept hidden in God 
fiom ages past. The question that confronts everyone is: How 
does one become a part of the chosen and predestined? Paul 
explains in very clear and unmistakable terms: 
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And you also were included in Chnst when you 
heard the word of truth, the gospel of your 
salvation. Having believed, you were marked in 
him with a seal, the promised Holy Spirit, '* who is 
a deposit guaranteeing our inheritance until the 
redemption of those who are God’s possession—-to 
the praise of his glory (1:13-14). 


When were the Ephesians included “in Christ”? Paul 
says, “when you heard the word of truth.” What is the “word 
of truth’? Paul defines this “word of truth” as “the gospel of 
your salvation.” This “word of truth,” or “the gospel of your 
salvation” is equivalent to the “mystery of his will” in 1:9. 
But Paul does not stop with the phrase, “when you heard the 
word of truth,” but he continues by saying, “Having believed, 
you were marked in him with a seal, the promised Holy 
Spuit.” In order for one to become a part of the chosen or 
predestined, one must “hear the word of truth” and believe the 
message of salvation, namely, the mystery of God, which is 
Christ. In the Colossian letter, Paul writes about this mystery 
also: 


I want you to know how much I am struggling for 
you and for those at Laodicea, and for all who have 
not met me personally. 7 My purpose is that they 
may be encouraged in heart and united in love, so 
that they may have the fill riches of complete 
understanding, in order that they may lwnow the 
mystery of God, namely, Christ, 3 in whom are 
hidden all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge 
(Colossians 2:1-3). 


In Colossians 2:2, Paul clearly identifies this mystery 


as “Christ.” Earlier, in this same epistle, Paul sets forth this 
mystery in glowing terms: 
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I have become its servant by the commission God 
gave me to present to you the word of God in its 
fiullness— 7° the mystery that has been kept hidden 
for ages and generations, but is now disclosed to 
the saints. 7’ To them God has chosen to make 
known among the Gentiles the glorious riches of 
this mystery, which is Christ in you, the hope of 
glory (1:28-27). 


Paul, in both Ephesians and Colossians, seeks to 
develop an appreciation of this “mystery of God” in order to 
bring about praise to the One who, from eternity past, decreed 
how men and women could stand justified in His sight. This 
mystery involved the reconciling of the whole of humanity 
unto Himself “in” and “through,” Jesus. He wanted all 
believers “to grasp how wide and long and high and deep 1s 
the love of Christ” (Ephesians 3:18) in leaving glory to 
become man in order to redeem sinful humanity (see also 
Philippians 2:1-11). 


Paul prayed that God would give the Ephesians and 
Colossians a clear understanding of the magnitude of what 
God had actually brought about through Christ (Ephesians 
1:17 and Colossians 2:1-2). If one can grasp the significance 
of this mystery, then one’s lifestyle will exhibit holiness on a 
daily basis. Prior to the unfolding of this mystery through His 
apostles, the prophets, too, had searched diligently concerning 
the time frame of this unfoiding of the mystery that had been 
kept hidden in God from ages past (1 Peter 1:10-13; Col 2:1- 
2). Following Paul’s one sentence (Eph. 1:3-14—- Greek text), 
he breaks out once more into ecstasy as he seeks to call 
attention to the greatness of what God accomplished for 
mankind in and through Jesus Christ. Listen to Paul as he 
seeks to capture the wonder of it all: 


I keep asking that the God of our Lord Jesus Christ, 
the glorious Father, may give you the Spirit* of 
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wisdom and revelation, so that you may know him 
better. '* I pray also that the eyes of your heart may 
be enlightened in order that you may know the 
hope to which he has called you, the riches of his 
glorious inheritance in the saints, '’ and _ his 
incomparably great power for us who believe. That 
power is like the working of his mighty strength, 7 
which he exerted in Christ when he raised him from 
the dead and seated him at his right hand in the 
heavenly realms, *' far above all rule and authority, 
power and dominion, and every title that can be 
given, not only in the present age but also in the 
one to come. ”* And God placed all things under his 
feet and appointed him to be head over everything 
for the church, 7° which is his body, the fullness of 
him who fills everything in every way (1:17-23). 
Paul wanted God to enlighten their hearts in order that they 
might come to appreciate something of the richness of what 
God accomplished 1n Christ. 
P.O. Box 20274, Montgomery, Alabama 36120 
Email: dburdette21(@charter.net 
Web Site: www. freedominchrist.net 





PURPOSE OF LAW 


By Arnold Hardin 


“The sting of death is sin, and the power of sin is the 
law” (1 Cor. 15:56). Paul picks up on the imagery introduced 
by the Old Testament quotation. The meaning, some think, is 
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unclear but it does seem to be clear. The sting which death 
brings is the result of sin (Rom. 5:12). Sin gives death all of 
it’s terrors; but when sin has been pardoned death is harmless. 


“The power of sin is the law,” the law of God tn all its 
dimensions. Sin is the prevailing evil of the world. Paul 
always emphasized that sin is the result of God giving his 
moral creatures a standard of right and wrong. Remove law 
from the scene and man will still act tn uncivilized manners; 
but such immorality will not be sin. Sin is not imputed where 
there is no law (Rom. 5:13). Sin not only reveals and 
condemns sin, but it exasperates and excites it, thus giving it 
strength (Rom. 7:8-12). 


The more one learns of the nature of law the more that 
One rejoices that we are saved by grace. “The power of sin 1s 
the law” because sin is the transgression of the law. Errors 
abound with respect to man being under the law for salvation. 
Paul refuted such error in Galatians 2:16. We hear on every 
hand that we are kept saved by keeping the law of Christ but 
Paul refuted this error also in Galatians 3:10. Transgressions 
is the legal definition of sin. Therefore, sin is not always a 
transgression of law; yet, before the law sin was always 
morally wrong. 


The hearts of men must be changed but such change 
cannot be legislated. We cannot change the heart by laws and 
regulations. The law can restrain and discourage sin, but it 
cannot remove the desire to sin. Paul summed it up well in 
Romans 8:3-4. “For what the law could not do” comes as a 
surprise to many. Certainly if one could be found that kept 
the law perfectly and continuously all ones life that person 
should tndeed claim salvation of the basis of perfect holiness. 
But such a one never lived. 


Since the “power of sin is the law” we must 
understand the nature of the law. 
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Law placed upon man a curse. “For aS many as are 
under the works of the law are under the curse; for it is 
written in the book of the law to do them” (Gal. 3:10). The 
demands of law are entirely out of reach of the best human 
who ever lived. This is why no flesh can be justified by the 
works of the law (Gal.3:21-22). Ponder the fact that if one 
person could become acceptable to God by law keeping then 
the death of Christ was wholly unnecessary (Gal. 2:21). 
Christ became for every believer “the end of the law for 
righteousness” (Rom. 10:4). The dispensation of law ended 
with the death and resurrection of Christ. “It is finished” was 
God’s summation of all that had to be done in releasing us 
from the law and it’s curse. “Christ redeemed us from the 
curse of the law, having become a curse for us — for it is 
written, “cursed is everyone that hangs on a tree (cross)’” 
(Gal. 3:13). 


_ The law was a schoolmaster to lead the Jews to Christ 
(Gal. 3:24-25). Jews were under the law; Christians are under 
prace (Gal. 3:21-23). It is commonly believed that the law 
was OUR schoolmaster, but not so. There is a KEY found in 
Galatians that must be observed in order to a proper 
interpretation of this aspect of the nature of the law. The key 
is in the distinction between the two little pronouns — WE and 
YOU. Paul makes a distinction between “we,” the Jews, and 
“you” the Christians. When he us speaking of you he ts 
referring to Christians under grace; whereas the Jews had 
been under law. 


The law was both Judge and Executioner. Study 
carefully 2 Corinthians 3:6-7. Paul was contrasting the law 
with grace. He calls the two tablets of the law “the letter of 
the law;” “the letter of the law lalls;’ “the faw was a 
ministration of death;” and “it was accomplished with glory, 
but the glory was to be done away.” 
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Be challenged to list the contrasts between the perfect 
law of God and the perfect grace of God. Having done so you 
will rejoice in being under grace rather than under law as your 
source of redemption and life. 

2722 McCutcheon, Dallas, Texas 75227 





MORE THAN CONQUERORS 





BY GIVEN O. BLAKELY 
GOD’S EVERLASTING LOVE 


“Who shall separate us from the love of Christ? Shall 
tribulation, or distress, or persecution, or famine, or 
nakedness, or peril, or sword? As it is written: ‘For your sake 
we are killed all the day long; We are accounted as sheep for 
the slaughter.’ Yet in all these things we are more than 
conquerors through him who loved us. For I am persuaded 
that neither death nor life, nor angels nor principalities nor 
powers, nor things present nor things to come, nor height nor 
depth, nor any other created thing, shall be able to separate us 
from the love of God which is in Christ Jesus our Lord.” 
(Romans 8:35-39, NKJV) 


",.. we are more than conquerors.” 


Other versions read, “we overwhelmingly conquer" 
(NASB), “we overcome” (DOUAY-RHEIMS), "we are able 
to overcome all these things" (BBE), "we conquer 
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overwhelmingly" (NAB), "overwhelming victory is ours" 
(NLT), and "we come through all these things triumphantly 
victorious" (NJB). 


The phrase "more than conquerors" comes fiom a single 
compound Greek word. It means to gain a surpassing victory, 
be completely victorious, or completely win out over 
something. It means the purpose of the adversary was 
thoroughly frustrated, and the intentions of the Lord 
completely dominated the circumstance. Someone who is 
"MORE than a conqueror" overcomes the devil, principalities 
and powers, and trying circumstances. They are the better for 
their tribulation, even glorying in it because of their insight 
into the purpose of God (Rom 5:2ff). The experiences 
enumerated (tribulation, distress, persecution, famine, 
nakedness, peril, and sword) left no scars on their spirits. 
They took nothing from them that was integral to their 
salvation. Nothing that Satan intended in these things was 
accomplished, and for those who are "more than conquerors," 
everything God designed was fulfilled! 


The faith and joy of the believer have only increased 
because of these hardships, thereby testifying to the greatness 
of God's salvation. They have gotten the victory over their 
adversaries "by the blood of the Lamb, and by the word of 
their testimony; and they loved not their lives unto the death" 
(Rev 12:11). 


Such marvelous victory is not common in our day. 
However, that is not owing to any deficiency in the 
redemption that is in Christ Jesus. If men will embrace the 
Gospel by faith, they will become "more than conquerors" in 
THEIR AFFLICTION. Any other result comes from unbelief, 
and 1s unsatisfactory before the Lord. 
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Well did Solomon say, "If thou faint in the day of 
adversity, thy strength is small" (Prov. 24:10). Again, 
Jeremiah challenges the people of God, "If thou hast run with 
the footmen, and they have wearied thee, then how canst thou 
contend with horses? and if in the land of peace, wherein thou 
trustedst, they wearied thee, then how wilt thou do in the 
swelling of Jordan?" (Jer. 12:5). 


Hasty Conclusions Must Be Avoided 


Those who cannot bear up under difficulty have reason to 
be concemed. But care must be taken not to arrive at a false 
conclusion. It is certainly not that they are condemned, and no 
one should allow themselves to think that 1s the case. What is 
revealed in such weakness, however, is a need for stronger 
faith. This can only be accomplished by taking a firmer grip 
on the Good News of Christ, and laboring to uproot trust from 
The defiled soil of self and humanity. 


406 S. Sergeant Ave., Joplin Missouri 64801 
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LOST SAVED, LOST SAVED 
ALL DAY LONG 


By Neal Gnffin 


A Christian arises in the momuing saved only because 
he prayed for forgiveness before he dropped off to sleep. He 
does well for an hour or so, but running late to work, he does 
not come to a complete stop at a stop sign. He sins. But inthe 
hustle and bustle of the busy traffic, he does not reflect on his 
sin. The reality of it has not sunk in. Is he lost? This very 
basic Bible question needs to be addressed because, 
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somehow, sincere Christians are being led to believe that they 
are lost-saved all day long every day. 


What a bleak picture this presents. Small wonder that 
there is so little joy in so many of the churches of our day. 
Small wonder that so many drop out and give up on religion. 
This lost-saved dogma reduces the Gospel, which is God's 
power unto salvation, to a time sequence happenstance 
predicated upon whether or not one has recently prayed for 
forgiveness. Our hope 1s based upon how lucky we are when 
the end comes, instead of on the blood of Jesus. Does God 
have the prerogative to “count not our sins against us"? Does 
He have the power to " impute not our sins against us"? Does 
He not have the power to ‘impute our faith for righteousness? 
“We have been (past tense) saved by God's gracious love 
through faith". Ephesians 2:8. It is not be our sinless 
perfection that we are saved. Neither 1s it based on our asking 
for forgiveness every few minutes. 


A dear sister who had served Christ faithfully for over 
fifty years, when asked if she was going to heaven, replied 
that she " was not sure". She " could not speak for the future". 
Now, I am not certain, exactly, what she was trying to say, 
but I am reasonably sure that she was uncertain about her 
salvation. Somehow, she had missed the promised “exceeding 
joy” of her salvation. Somehow, her legalistic leanings had 
convinced her that salvation results from perfect law keeping. 
Ephesians 2:9 reveals, "It does not come from human effort". 
Romans 8:| declares that, "There is no condemnation now for 
those who are in Christ Jesus". This information 1s so full of 
comfort. We should be filled with joy. We should be able to 
announce with great confidence that we are gloriously saved, 
praise God, we are saved. God's very own Son has bought 
(past tense) us with a great price and has elevated us to be 
joint heirs in His divine family. What a tremendous impact 
this should have on our lives. What joy it should cause in our 
hearts. 
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We are not lost-saved all day long everyday. We are 
washed in the precious blood of Jesus. We are safe in that 
preat haven, and He is able to keep that which we have 
committed. Titus 5:3-8 declares that, "He saved us (past tense 
again) by a washing of rebirth and renewal of the Holy Spirit. 
Salvation did not come from any good deeds that we 
ourselves did. No, it came by God's mercy. Through Jesus 
Christ, our Savior, God generously poured out the Holy Spirit 
upon us. This is how we have been (past tense) made right 
with God. This is how we have become heirs. By God's 
pracious love we have the hope of eternal life. This statement 
is something you can trust". Brethren, E did not compose this 
passage. It was composed by God. You can open your Bible 
and read it for yourselves. It 1s trustworthy and too simple to 
be misunderstood. Don't let anyone rob you of the comfort 
and great joy that we read about in God's Word. 
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THE CHURCH ORGANIZED 


By John Eoff 


If God's plan regarding "the way" included his family being 
incorporated into something other than a group of believers-- 
to wit, an organization of any kind--an institution--what we 
know today as a "church"--Then it 1s obvious that he would of 
necessity reveal in detail what that organization was to be-- 
how organized, how entered, exited, governed, managed in 
every detail to which he wanted it managed. Instructions as 
to worship and conduct were given in no uncertain terms. 

Through Jesus He revealed that this was not to continue in 
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practice; that worship was not to be conducted (performed) in 
either Jerusalem or in the mountain tops (where the 
Samaritan's worshiped). (Remember that He had instructed 
through Moses that they were not to worship him wherever 
they wanted to but only in the place where He would put His 
name) The new covenant is not a bilateral covenant 
obligating both God and man with responsibilities, but instead 
states only what God will do for his people (because the 
people were in no way able to keep any part of their bilateral 
covenant). This is verified by the complete lack of instruction 
to the people concermng this covenant (rules and rituals to 
keep). He gave no such instnictions to any "Moses" to write 
such things 1n a book to be a guide in keeping their part of a 
covenant. 


Many regard the new testament wnitings as such a book, 
containing believers obligations in order to enter into and 
remain in a relationship with God--they have tried to find in it 
such instructions and in so doing come up with many 
conflicting opinions as to what man must and must not do “in 
the church”. Jesus promised his apostles (twelve men, one of 
whom did not live to receive the promise) the presence of a 
councilor, the Holy Spirit, to bring them into remembrance of 
all he had told them, and to reveal other knowledge to them. 

He gave them power to perform miracles to establish the truth 
of what they taught. These men had the power, to some 
extent, to convey gifts of this nature to others as needed. 

When Paul went throughout the areas of his ministry he 
appointed certain man to be caretakers among the believers 
with whom they were associated. Paul delegated to Timothy 
and to Titus the responsibility.to select men, in areas where he 
was absent at that time, to this responsibility. IT IS MY 
OPINION, that he imparted gifts to give these men giving 
them theability to perform these _ responsibilities 
(knowledge [prophesy], wisdom, what ever was needed). 

The Lord gave no instruction to anyone to establish this 
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practice of appointing elders as something to be incorporated 
into His group of called ones through out the ages. 


Since Satan has corrupted many believers into organizing 
themselves into separate cells with exclusive membership 
(organized religion--"churches'} these churches find a need 
for corporate leaders, a board of directors, or in some 
instances a single director, to be responsible for such 
business as that organization conducts. This is a necessity 
in any organization. Only chaos would result without such an 
Official position of authority. The simple ecclesia which God 
established is not such an institution. !t is an organism 
instead of an organization. It does not need to conduct 
business in this worid, indeed cannot do so. Therefore there 
is no need for directors to be in charge of its operations. All 
churches regard themselves as either a part of the ecclesia 
of God or as being exclusively that ecclesia. This is where 
the error lies. Every sinner who believes into Jesus is a part 
of God's family. Through ignorance most also join some 
institution, an act which divides them from all the rest of the. 
family not affiliated with that particular church. These 
institutions are perpetuated by the directors of each cell. 
They derive their power eventually from the individual or 
individuals who originally organized the cell. They must 
perpetuate the propaganda believed by the original founder- 
founders,asS amended by the majority of the current 
members, in regard to membership, understanding of certain 
wntings of the apostles, etc. The only resemblance they 
have with the elders Paul appointed to serve believers in 
certain locales, is the name they adopt. They have no 
position at all in the ecclesia of God other than that common 
to all believers—individual members of the one body. Outside 
of the counterfeit church (in this category fall ALL churches 
as we know them today) over which they rule, as 
popes, none has any authority, position over, or prominence 
above that of all other members. To those of us who are 
members of nothing but the body of Jesus, they would be 
utterly useless. : 
79 Hilltop Drive, Kerrville, TX 78028 
Email: jedele@ktc.com 
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ROMANS 5 AND OTHER 
STARTING PLACES 


By R. L. Kilpatrick 


Anders Nygren says that Romans 5 is probably the best 
place to begin a study of the book of Romans. It is the 
death nell for legalism. In these few verses in chapter 
5:12ff, Paul covers the whole spectrum of human affairs, 
from even before Eden. The advent of sin in the human 
race, its long history in mankind until the appearance of 
of one who offset the effects of sin, offering an 
alternative to the human race. Here we are also 
introduced to faith_as the ground of our salvation 
instead of the works of law. All that Paul established in 
9:1-11 reaches its climax beginning with verse 12. Not 
only that, everything that he will say through the 
remaining verses are based on what was established in 
the beginning verses. 


In verse 12 of chapter 5 we run into our first problem: 
Here Paul said, “7herefore as sin came into the world 
fhrough one man, and deafh through sin, and so sin 
spread fo all men because all men sinned—*“ There has 
been much disagreement among scholars as to this 
rendering. Some say that Paul meant because all men 
sinned in Adam. We should note that sin is the 
breaking of law, and there was no law between Adam 
and Moses that could cause death. Therefore before 
law was introduced, “Sin was not counted”, because 
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“where there is no law there is no sin” in the legal sense 
as Paul affirms in the next verse (13). Can there be any 
other conclusion than that man did not die because of 
his own persona! sin. The sin was in Adam who passed 
it on to his offspring. As the head goes also goes the 
body. All of mankind constitutes the body of Adam, 
“who was a TYPE of Him who was to come. 


TYPE AND ANTETYPE 


In making the great contrast between the old age of sin 
and death and the new age of righteousness and life 
(Rom. 8:2), Paul sets Adam and Christ in juxtaposition 
and speaks of Adam as a’type of him who was to 
come,” verse 13. Adam was a type only in the sense 
that he occupied a similar position in his Kingdom of 
Death as did Christ in His Kingdom of Life. It is doubtful 
that any two people could be more unlike than Adam 
and Christ in a personal sense. This is Paul’s main 
purpose in these verses, the contrast between the two 
ages. 


Another possible caption for verses 12ff is The Two 
Dominions — Adam the head of the kingdom of death 
and Christ the head of the kingdom of life. Even though 
Adam and Christ are unlike in their personal 
characteristics, they are perfect representatives of their 
respective Dominions. All that Adam was he passed 
along to his offspring. (his fleshly nature) and all that 
Christ is he passed along to his spirituaj followers. The 
inhabitants of Adams kingdom is under the perpetual 
nature of unrighteous, and under God’s wrath. Paul's 
purpose here and yes, it includes also the Jews. They 
are either under the spiritual nature of Christ or under 
the fleshly nature of Adam. There are the only two 
alternatives. The Jews (except those who were 
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baptized into Christ) who did not believe are under 
God’s wrath. “There is none righteous, no, not even 
one” (Rom. 3:10ff). This excludes all those who have 
faith in Christ who have put on the robes of 
righteousness. 


With this truth established, You might say that Paul has 
his work cut out for him. He has to prove to the Jews 
that they are no longer God's “Chosen People,” that 
they along with the Gentiles are under the wrath of God. 
This was a totally new concept which the Jews were not 
likely to accept. 


The types and antetypes continue. Adam’s one act of 
disobedience, and all that which became characteristic 
as a result, became typical of Christ's one act of 
obedience. The one act of disobedience brought death 
to all mankind, even over those whose sins were not like 
the transgression of Adam...Verse 14. The obedience 
of one brought Life to all wno became citizens in Christ's 
kingdom, but (here Paul seems to pick up where he left 
Off in verse 12. Read your Bible and you will notice that 
the end of the verse 12 is indicated by a —--- {dash} 
which he now returns to in verse 18), “as one mans 
trespass led to condemnation for ail men, so one man’s 
act of obedience leads to acquittal and Life for all men.” 


Another controversial verse in 5:12ff is found in verse 
20. After saying that by one man’s act of obedience 
many will be rade righteous — now comes the shocker-- 
“Law came in to increase the trespass;” ... Why did 
Law come in? -- to increase the trespass! “Where there 
is no law, sin is not counted.) The Law with its many 
Do’s and don't's made the (tsraelites aware of sin and 
gave them understanding why the death penalty was 
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imposed on them. Not only that, the law was an 
enticing factor in the israelic mind. if it's forbidden it 
must be a desirable. If a parent tells their kid that such 
and such is a no-ne, the desire to do it becomes 
overwhelming. Therefore the rule is increased by the 
admonition. This is a part of human nature that is 
undeniable and we have all experienced it in our own 
lives. The law had this same effect. 
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JUSTIFICATION IS BY FAITH 


By Given O. Blakely 
DEVOTION 


And do this, knowing the time, that now it is high time to 
awake out of sleep; for now our salvation is nearer than 
when we first believed. The night is far spent, the day is 
at hand. Therefore jet us cast off the works of darkness, 
and let us put on the armor of light. Let us walk properly, 
as in the day, not in revelry and drunkenness, not in 
lewdness and tust, not in strife and envy. But put on the 
Lord Jesus Christ, and make no provision for the flesh, 
to fulfill its lusts." (Romans 13:11-14, NKJV) 


Justification is "by faith.” That is the consistent proclamation 
of Scripture. It is a message that God intends for the churches 
to hear again and again. There is a dreadful tendency among 
those professing to know Christ to diminish the value of faith 
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in favor of an emphasis upon doing. While the Spint has 
considerable to say about doing, obeying, walking upnightly, 
and working, it is never at the expense of faith. 


Never does a person moved by the Spint of God treat faith as 
though an emphasis upon it jeopardized the well betng of 
those in Christ Jesus - NEVER! I come from a background of 
religious thought that did not emphasize faith. In fact, it was 
commonly understood that a person placing stress upon faith 
was out of harmony with James in particular, and the 
Scriptures in general. In order to buttress the position that 
faith was not to be the emphasis, people who held to that view 
were often called "Calvinists," or some other seemingly 
derogatory appellate. 


Since this series has already affirmed the necessity of 
response to God, it might appear as though our attention 1s 
being tumed away from faith. But that is not the case at all. It 
is "by faith" that legitimate response to God 1s rendered. 
Therefore, it is essential to firmly establish the priority of 
faith — that there are things faith does that nothing else can do. 


The Divine postulate 1s that we are "justified by faith.” Thrice 
the Spirit affirms this to be the case. “Therefore we conclude 
that a man is JUSTIFIED BY FAITH without the deeds of the 
law" (Rom 3:24). "Therefore being JUSTIFIED BY FAITH, 
we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus" Christ" 
(Rom 5:1). "Wherefore the law was our schoolmaster to bring 
us unto Christ, that we might be JUSTIFIED BY FAITH " 
(Galatians 3:24). Further, Divine reasoning 1s employed to 
confirm this to be the truth: "knowing that a man is not 
justified by the works of the law but by faith in Jesus Christ, 
even we have believed in Christ Jesus, that we might 
JUSTIFIED BY FAITH IN CHRIST and not by the works of 
the law; for by the works of the law no flesh shall be 
justified" (Galatians 2:16). Scripture is said to have foreseen 
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that "God would JUSTIFY THE HEATHEN BY FAITH 
(Gal. 3:8). 


Additionally, the justified ones "shall live by faith." That ts, 
the Itfe that is given to us in justification is MAINTAINED 
by faith, for "the just shall live by faith" (Rom 1:17; Gal 3:11; 
Heb 10:38). Paul confessed the life he lived was "by faith” 
((Gal. 2:20). 


It is also true that we "stand by faith" (Rom 11:20; 2 Cor 
1:24). Remove faith from the equation, and there is no 
justification, no maintenance of spiritual life, and no standing 
fun. In world." In fact, faith is itself the victory that 
"overcomes the world.” 


Add to that the following. Hearts are "purified by faith" (Acts 
15:9). We are “sanctified by faith" (Acts 26:18), We have 
access to grace "by faith" (Rom 5:2). We "walk by faith" (2 
Cor 5:7). Through the Spirit we “wait for the hope of 
righteousness by faith" (Rom 5:5). It is "by faith" that we 
understand the "worlds were framed by the Word of God" 
(Heb 11:3). The great eleventh chapter of Hebrews places a 
firm accent upon faith. In fact, the words "work" and "works" 
are not even mentioned in it. 


What is more, even though faith comes from God (Eph 6:23), 
it becomes active in the one receiving it. They are the ones 
who believe. They are the ones who tiust. God gives them 
faith, but does not believe for them. All of the things with 
which faith is associated relate to being justified. Without 
justification, there would be absolutely no significance to any 
of them. We are, indeed, “justified by faith.” 


The contention is raised that this conflicts with the plain 
statement of James. Twice he speaks of being "justified by 
works." The first is in reference to Abraham, and the second 
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to Rahab. Of Abraham he says, "Was not Abraham our father 
justified by works, when he had offered Isaac his son upon 
the altar?" (James 2:21). The offering up of Isaac 1s recorded 
in the twenty-second chapter of Genesis. You will recall that 
God aborted the sacrifice, giving Abraham a substitute ram in 
Isaac's stead. Notwithstanding, the deed was credited to 
Abraham just as though he had carried it out. This took place 
nearly fifty years AFTER God had declared Abraham to be 
righteous. "And he belteved in the LORD; and He counted it 
to him for righteousness” (Genesis 15:6). That text 1s quoted 
in Romans 4:3 and Galatians 3:6. James himself quotes it in 
James 2:23. 


Is there any student of Scripture willing to affirm James 
means God counted Abraham righteous only AFTER he had 
offered isaac? Paul affirms righteousness was reckoned to 
Abraham BEFORE he was circumcised, which was well 
before he offered up Isaac (Rom. 4:10). 


What, then, does James mean? James means the reality of 
Abraham's justification was confinned when he offered up 
Isaac. In his Epistle, James is contending that there is no such 
thing as a faith that does not work or obey. Such spurious 
faith is no more faith than a body without a spirit is a person. 
James was addressing people who were friends of the world, 
yet claimed to be Christians. He severely upbraids them, 
saying their words are just wisps of wind (James 4). 


The truth is, we are justified by faith, live by faith, stand by 
faith, and overcome by faith. Nowhere is it affirmed that 
righteous is imputed to us (which imputation is_ being 
justified) by works, or that we live by works, stand by works, 
or overcome by works. Hearts are not punfied by works, nor 
are we sanctified by works. We do not have access into grace 
by works, waik by works, or wait for the hope of 
righteousness by works. Nor, indeed, do we understand by 
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works. Faith stands in a category by itself, and blessed are 
the people who see. 


PRAYER POINT: Father, I thank You through Jesus Christ 
that Your grace is exceeding abundant with both faith and 
love. 


406 S. Sergeant Ave., Joplin, Missoun 64801 
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By Neal Griffin 


Damnable heresy is here defined as the schismatic 
condition that exists when a party is built upon the foundation 
of a false doctrine. The doctrine that certain Jews were 
teaching in Galatia 1s an example. They were imposing 
Circumcision as an entry requirement into the Kingdom of 
God. Imposing man- made salvation requirements 1s teaching 
for doctrine the commandments of men. Jesus condemned it 
and Paul, by the Holy Spirit, declared that those who believe 
it "are fallen from grace". It is not my intention to bring a 
railing accusation against anyone who 1s so disposed, but 
rather I hope to expose them to the light of God's Word and 
let the power within that Word settle the issue. 


There are several areas where sincere men have 
imposed their own entry requirements, but probably the most 
dangerous is the falsehood that God's plan of salvation is for 
man to achieve salvation by performing five sequential acts. 
Most preachers who subscribe to this doctrine pay lip service 
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to Bible idea of "free" salvation. Most of them understand that 
salvation cannot be "achieved" by the effort of man, but their 
message does not support what they believe. They pound on 
the five points so long and hard that many are left with the 
definite impression that salvation can be gained by the 
performance of them. "Submit to these five points and you 
can walk out of this building a saved person". The request by 
the rich young ruler of Matthew 19:16 was for such a formula 
by which he could achieve his salvation. He would have been 
happy to respond to such a simple formula. After all, he had 
kept the law from his youth. If man can achieve salvation by 
complying with a five step procedure, shouldn't this have 
been the place to announce it? The question that pulpit 
ministers pose, "What must I do to be saved?", is just as 
erroneous as the question posed by the rich young ruler, 
"What good thing can I do to gain eternal life?". It starts off 
on the wrong foot. There is absolutely nothing that a man can 
do to achieve, earn, or merit his salvation. This is impossible 
with man. Read it for yourself in Matthew 19:26, This is the 
lesson that Jesus is teaching, but instead of going away 
sorrowful, as the rich young ruler did, many are missing the 
point and going away happy with the erroneous idea that God 
has a five step plan by which man can achieve salvation. 


When Jesus confronted a group of self mghteous 
Pharisees, who taught for doctrine the commandments of 
men, He proclaimed, “It will be horrible for you, teachers of 
the law and Pharisees. You hypocrites! You travel all over the 
world to make one convert. And when you convert him, you 
make him twice as much a child of hell as you are!" It 1s a 
very dangerous thing to impose for doctrine the 
commandments of men. Beware! It 1s damnable heresy to 
teach that man can achieve or eam salvation and build a 
schism around this false notion. God does not allow for 
salvation to be the result of anything that man does. It is 
possible only on the Part of God. Matthew 19:26. Anyone 
who adds requirements is “fallen from grace". Galatians 5:4. 
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The only thing that can be easned by submitting to a five step 
procedure is membership in a denominated religious 
organization, and membership in such man _ made 
organizations is not sufficient to gain salvation. The blood of 
Jesus is the only thing that has power sufficient to earn 
salvation for any of us. There is no doubt that every redeemed 
one, written about in the book of Acts, heard, believed, 
repented, confessed, and submitted to baptism, but there is 
considerable doubt that any of them performed these five acts 
to achieve or earn salvation. Their motivation was not to eam 
salvation, but rather, they were motivated by pure hearts and 
gratitude. They were not puffed up with a self important 
desire to be worthy of salvation as was the rich young ruler. 
Our worthiness is solely confined to the blood of Jesus. If we 
are to be proud in anything let it be in the precious blood of 
Jesus. He is our only grounds for boasting. 


A major part of this problem seems to be that men 
uncover details in the lives of redeemed ones and seek to 
impose them as conditions of salvation. The rules by which 
details are to be enforced are skewed depending on which sect 
is being promoted. What then, can one do to be saved? The 
answer 1s to let Jesus do the saving work. Trust in Him for 
salvation and not in your own efforts. Commit your faith to 
Him. Let Jesus dwell in your heart by faith and having come 
to believe in the saving power of His blood the response of a 
pure heart is to serve Him and do His will as it becomes 
known to you. The rich young ruler was not willing to entrust 
his salvation nor his money to Jesus. His pride kept him from 
allowing someone else to save him. Proud man wishes for 
salvation to be his achievement but this is not according to 
God's plan. It is God's will that our salvation 1s to be a 
demonstration of His goodness and not ours. Proud men have 
a problem with this. Do you? 


Please consider these thoughts. I believe them to be in 
harmony with the Word. 
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Editor’s Note: Brother Paul Ketcherside’s issue of the Ensign 
was returned with the notation DECEASED. This was the 
last brother of Carl Ketcherside. He had been in bad health 
for several years. 


MYSTERY OF GOD 





By Dr. Dallas Burdette 


Mystery Briefly Explained 
Ephesians 1:3-14 

Paul breaks out into ecstatic praise as he reflects upon 
the spiritual blessings in Christ: “Praise be to the God and 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who has blessed us in the 
heavenly realms with every spiritual blessing in Christ (Eph. 
1:3). The spintual blessings are not outside of Christ, but 
rather “in Chnst.” Again, one observes Paul’s words as he 
reflects upon the ones chosen before the creation of the world: 
“for he chose us in him before the creation of the world to be 
holy and blameless in his sight” (1:4). The ones chosen are 
those who are “in him.” Paul develops this concept by saying: 
“In love > he predestined us to be adopted as his sons through 
Jesus Christ” (1:5). Once more Paul stresses the place where 
all of this activity takes place: “In him we have redemption 
through his blood, the forgiveness of sins, in accordance with 
the riches of God’s grace ®* that he lavished on us with all 
wisdom and understanding” (4:7-8). 
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In verses 3-8, Paul spells out the real meaning of the 
“mystery” in the Book of Ephesians. The choosing, the 
adoption, and the redemption are events that transpire “in” 
and “through” Him, the savior of humanity. The mystery of 
God is about His rich grace lavished on sinful beings “in the 
One he loves” (1:6). Pau! established the details of this 


revelation of God’s mystery as having reference to Christ: 


And he” made known to us the mystery of his will 
according to his good pleasure, which he purposed 
in Christ, ° to be put into effect when the times will 
have reached their fulfillment—to bring all things 
in heaven and on earth together under one head, 
even Christ (1:9-18). 


The above verses (1:3-16) detail the nature of the Gospel, 
which is described in this book as the “mystery of his will” 
(1:9). Now, Paul brings together two terms— chosen and 
demonstrate where all of this takes place: “In him we were 
also chosen, having been predestined according to the plan of 
him who works out everything in conformity with the purpose 
of his will” (1:11). The choosing and the predestination takes 
place in Jesus Christ, which is the mystery kept hidden in God 
from ages past. The question that confronts everyone is: How 
does one become a part of the chosen and predestined? Paul 
explains in very clear and unmistakable terms: 


And you also were included tn Christ when you 
heard the word of truth, the gospel of your 
salvation. Having believed, you were marked in 
him with a seal, the promised Holy Spirit, '* who is 
a deposit guaranteeing our inheritance until the 
redemption of those who are God's possession——to 
the praise of his glory (1:13-14). 
When were the Ephesians included “in Christ’? Paul 
says, “when you heard the word of truth.” What is the “word 
of truth’? Paul defines this “word of truth” as “the gospel of 
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your salvation.” This “word of truth,” or “the gospel of your 
salvation” is equivalent to the “mystery of his will” in 1:9. 
But Paul does not stop with the phrase, “when you heard the 
word of truth,” but he continues by saying, “Having believed, 
you were marked in him with a seal, the promised Holy 
Spint.” In order for one to become a part of the chosen or 
predestined, one must “hear the word of truth” and believe the 
message of salvation, namely, the mystery of God, which 1s 
Christ. In the Colossian letter, Paul writes about this mystery 
also: 


I want you to know how much I am struggling for 
you and for those at Laodicea, and for all who have 
not met me personally. * My purpose is that they 
may be encouraged in heart and united in love, so 
that they may have the full mches of complete 
understanding, in order that they may know the 
mystery of God, namely, Christ, * in whom are 
hidden all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge 
(Col. 2:1-3). 


In Colossians 2:2, Paul clearly identifies this mystery 
as “Christ.” Earlier, in this same epistle, Paul sets forth this 
mystery in glowing terms: 


I have become its servant by the commission God 
gave me to present to you the word of God in its 
fiillness— °° the mystery that has been kept hidden 
for ages and generations, but is now disclosed to 
the saints. 7? To them God has chosen to make 
known among the Gentiles the glorious riches of 
this mystery. which is Christ in you, the hope of 
glory (1:25-27). 
Paul, in both Ephesians and Colossians, seeks to develop an 
appreciation of this “mystery of God” in order to bring about 
praise to the One who, from eternity past, decreed how men 
and women could stand justified in His sight. This mystery 
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involved the reconciling of the whole of humanity unto 
Himself “in” and “through,” Jesus. He wanted all believers 
“to grasp how wide and long and high and deep 1s the love of 
Chnst” (Eph. 3:18) in leaving glory to become man in order 
to redeem sinful humanity (see also Phil. 2:1-11). 


Paul prayed that God would give the Ephesians anc 
Colossians a clear understanding of the magnitude of what 
God had actually brought about through Christ (Eph. 1:17 
and Col. 2:1-2). If one can grasp the significance of this 
mystery, then one’s lifestyle will exhibit holiness on a daily 
basis. Prior to the unfolding of this mystery through His 
apostles, the prophets, too, had searched diligently concermng 
the trme frame of this unfolding of the mystery that had been 
kept hidden in God from ages past (1 Peter 1:10-13; Col. 
2:1-2). Following Paul’s one sentence (Eph. 1:3-14—--Greek 
text), he breaks out once more into ecstasy as he seeks to call 
attention to the greatness of what God accomplished for 
mankind in and through Jesus Christ. Listen to Paul as he 
seeks to capture the wonder of it all: 


I keep asking that the God of our Lord Jesus Christ, the 
glorious Father, may give you the Spirit* of wisdom and 
revelation, so that you may know him better. '* } pray also 
that the eyes of your heart may be enlightened in order that 
you may know the hope to which he has called you, the 
riches of his glorious inheritance in the saints, |” and his 
incomparably great power for us who believe. That power 1s 
like the working of his mighty strength, *? which he exerted 
in Christ when he raised him from the dead and seated him at 
his right hand in the heavenly realms, 7! far above all rule and 
authonty, power and dominion, and every title that can be 
given, not only in the present age but also in the one to come. 

And God placed all things under his feet and appointed him him 
to be head over everything for the church, *’ which is his 
body, the fullness of him who fills everything in every way 
(1:17-23). 
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Paul wanted God to enlighten their hearts in order that they might 
come to appreciate something of the richness of what God 
accomplished in Christ. He wanted them to comprehend this 
“mystery of his will.” In chapter two, he works out in detail the 
consequences of their belief in Jesus as God’s Anointed One for 
the redemption of the human race. Before leaving this 
petiscope—-Spiritual Blessings in Christ-——it is sigmficant that 
Paul sets forth the ethical implications resulting from one’s being 
in Christ: “He chose us in him before the creation of the world to 
be holy and blameless in_his sight” (1:4). In chapters 4—6, he 
works out the moral aspects of one’s life that results from a 
change in venue, namely, Christ. 
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By Arnold Hardin 


Isaiah fifty three is the hub of all Divine revelation. It’s graphic 
picture of our Lord and Savior is truly a stairway to heaven for 
believers of all generations. Isaiah’s description of Him in the first 
nine verses leaves nothing one’s imagination. He was despised, 
rejected, stricken, smitten of God and afflicted. 


“Yet it pleased the Lord to bruise him, he hath put him to grief” 
(Isa.53:10). “He shall see the travail of his soul and shall be 
satisfied” (Isa. 53:11). Chnst offered to God the propitiatory 
sacrifice and God’s satisfaction was declared. In Isaiah $3:6 two 
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debits are entered. “All we like sheep have gone astray, we have 
turned everyone to his way; and the Lord hath laid on him the 
iniquity of us all.” The books were balanced at Calvary. 


The two prime articles of the gospel — man’s sin that slew Jesus 
and God’s power that raised him — focus in the cross and the empty 
tomb. Christ pays the full debt at the crucifixion, and God fully 
satisfied, receipts in full at the resurrection. Thus Paul’s masterful 
treatise of Abraham (the pattern man) (Rom. 4:22-25) was written 
to show that justice is not of works of law but rather by faith in 
Christ (Rom. 4:4-6). 


Yet, our brethren to this very day are determined that be:ng in a 
right relationship with God 1s dependent works of law rather than 
upon God’s established principle of faith. Abraham therefore was 
used by Paul as a test case of justification by faith rather than by 
law. Read more carefully Romans 4 and Galatians 3. 


But why should we Gentiles be concerned with Abraham? Why 
not just leam what “the law of Christ” demands of us and get on 
with the business of obedience. No wonder we have missed the 
mark relative to Paul’s declaration — “saved by grace through faith 
— not of works” (Eph. 2:8). The Galatians had been justified by 
faith in Christ and then were allowing the Jews to force them into 
law slavery and Jewish circumcision. Paul was beside himself — 
“Oh foolish Galatians, who did bewitch you, before whose eyes 
Jesus Christ was openly set forth crucified” (Gal. 3:1)? They were 
acting senseless and intellectually stupid. An evil eye had been put 
upon them. For, “Even as Abraham believed God and it was 
reckoned unto him for righteousness. Know therefore that they 
who are of faith, the same are sons of Abraham” (Gal. 3:6-8). 


FA 


Paul was never clearer on anything than the fact that sinners 
cannot be justified, saved by the keeping of law, any law (Gal. 
3:21). But must be as Abraham by faith in God. Abraham’s faith, 
not his character, was put to his account for righteousness (Gal. 
3:1-15). Yet our brethren are determined to deny that his faith 
and not works was reckoned unto him for nghteousness. A every 
turn, though not realizing it, they call Paul a false teacher, if not in 
fact an outright liar. Notice how! 


God made a promise to Abraham and he believed God for that 
promise (Gen. 15:6). He was at that point justified, or else, Paul 
told a fib. Thus Paul says that we who believed are sons of 
Abraham (Gal. 3:7). Those under law are under a curse (Gal. 
3:10). The majority of our brethren teach that Abraham’s faith 
was not counted for righteousness until he attempted to offer Isaac 
as a sacrifice (Jas. 2:14-26). Their sugar stick 1s James 2:24 — 
“you see that by works a man ts justified, and not only by faith.” 
James versus Paul. 


Truth badly needs to be studied more carefislly. Such brethren 
contend that Abraham was justified by works beginning with his 
call out of Ur and step by step of obedience it was finalized with 
the offering of Isaac. Such ignore everything Paul ever taught 
about this matter. Note Paul was not using Abraham’s faith to 
show how alien sinners are justified. Paul refutes such in Romans 
4 and Galatians 3. “And if you are Christ’s then you are 
Abraham’s seed, heirs according to promise” (Gal. 3:29). 


2 It is argued that Abraham was justified by works and not on 
the basis. Here are documented statements of brethren: “His 
obedience faith was the basis of God’s reckoning him to be 
righteous.” “Justification was by works.” “If there had been no 
works of obedience to perfect his faith there would have been no 
justification.” “God has never blessed anyone, in any age, 
because of faith, until faith exhibited it in action. James shows 
that faith plus works saves in any age. 
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3 That James gives the time at which Abraham was justified by 
the offering of Isaac. But James was not talking about alien 
sinners being justified but of idle Christians claiming faith while 
refusing to respond to conditions imposed upon faith. According 
to brethren Abraham’s faith (Gen. 15:6) was useless, meaningless 
until he performed a work. This is nonsense. If Paul and James 
were talking about the same thing then we have before us an 
absolute contradiction between two apostles. “:Justified by 
works” —James; “Justified not by works” — Paul. (James 2:24, 
Eph. 2:8-10) 


4 Obedience gives significance to faith. Thus they invert truth. 
Faith always gives significance to obedience. Abraham’s faith 
signified that salvation would be given to Gentiles, as well as to 
Jews, not upon the basis of law-keeping and circumcision so that 
we Gentiles could be justified by faith and not by the keeping of 
some legal system of law (Rom. 4). He was a circumcised man 
when he offered Isaac. Thus the Jews were wrong in demanded 
that Gentile Christians be circumcised in order to be saved. 


They knew better than to argue that Abraham should have 
kept the law as it was not given until 400 years later. Abraham’s 
circumcision was “a seal of the righteousness of faith which he 
had” years before he was circumcised (Gal. 2:11), and it was so 
cleverly and so completely demolished the position of the Jews 
that they become ndiculous. To win their point they had to invert 
the plain facts of history. So do our brethren, “Thus the whole 
Mosaic covenant of works becomes parenthesis within the 
Abrahamic covenant of promise which continues in Christ.” 


It is argued that baptism is a work that is different to faith. 
Such is denied in Titus 3:5. Baptism has no meaning on its own. 
Baptism gains its meaning from faith in the cross (Gal. 3:27-27). 
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Here’s hoping you and your family have 
Good Holidays - Editor 
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